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THE 


SPEECH, 


MY  LORDS, 

T N yielding  to  the  delire,  which  it  is  natural 
^ for  every  publi'ck  man  to  feel,  of  deliver- 
ing his  fentimehts  on  this  great  qiiellion,  it 
could  not  be  my  intention^  at  any  period  of 
the  difeuflion,  to  exhauft,  or  even  to  touch 
on  all  the  many  and  various  points  of  this 
comprehenlive  fubjeef;  and  I muft  be  yet 
lefs  difpofed  to  fiich  an  attempt  in  circum- 
ftances  fo  little  favourable  as  the  prefen t,  I 
mean,  after  the  talents,  the  learning  and  the 
eloquence  of  two  countries  have  preceded' 
me,  and  have,  indeed,  left  little  for  fuch  as 
me  to  glean,  even  in  this  vaft  and  fertile  field. 

A 2 I fhall. 


I (hall,  therefore,  confine  myfelf  within 
bounds  better  fuited  to  my  own  capacity,  as 
well  as  to  the  meafure  of  indulgence  which  I 
can  have  any  pretenfions  to  expeft  from  your 
Lordihips  •,  and  {hall  content  myfelf  with 
ftating  as  clearly,  but  as  fhortly  as  I am  able, 
a few  thoughts  on  the  principal  and  leading 
topicks  of  this  argument,  efpecially  fuch  as 
have  made  the  {Irongefl  impreifion  on  my 
own  judgment,  and  have  had  the  greatefl 
{hare  in  determining  the  opinion  I profefs  in 
favour  of  the  propofed  meafure. 

In  deliberating  on  this  queflion,  the  firfl 
propofition  which  feems  to  imprefs  itfelf  on 
every  mind,  is  the  convenience,  amounting 
indeed  to  a neceffity,  not  merely  for  the  ad- 
vantage and  benefit,  but  for  the  prefervation 
and  fecurity  of  both  countries,  that  there 
{hould  fubfifl  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, a clofe  and  intimate  connexion  of  one 
defeription  or  other.  The  mofi;  difadvantage- 
ous  fituation  in  which  cither  country  can  be 
placed,  is  that  of  total  difeonnexion.  Indeed 
v/hen  I fay  difadvantageous,  I certainly  fpeak 
too  feebly.  I mean  that  this  condition  would 
expofe  both  countries  to  the  greatefl  quantity 
and  variety  of  evil,  and  oppofe  the  mod  in  - 
fur mount- 
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larmountable  barriers  to  national  improve- 
ment and  profperity  of  ' any  that  can  be  ima- 
gined. Fundamental  as  this  propofition  will 
' be  found  in  the  argument,  it  is  neverthelefs 
■ one  on  which  it  is  unneceffary  to  dwell  long.  I 
find  it,  in  the  firft  place,  conceded  on  all 
hands,  and  I think  myfelf  entitled  to  claim 
on  this  point  a general  or  rather  univeriai 
afient.  For  I orefume  it  will  hardly  be  re- 
quired of  me,  that  I fhould  condefcend  to 
i treat  as  an  exception,  worthy  of  notice,  the 

opinions  of  thofe  who  call  themfelves  United 
Iriflimen,  or  of  thofe  other  wretched  men, 
whom  the  vigilance  of  Government  and  of 
Parliament,  has  lately  expofed  to  the  fcorn  and 
^ execration  of  a country  which  they  difgrace, 

finder  the  title  of  United  Englifhmen.  Thefe 
men  may  call  themfelves  by  what  names  they 
pleafe.  United  I rifli,  or  United  Engliih,  In 
my  language  they  can  be  known  only  by  the 
appellation  of  French  Irifli,  French  Englifi!. 
They  are  merely  partizans  of  the  ancient  and 
•inveterate  enemy  ^of  their  country.  They  are 
wedded  to  the  interefts  of  that  enemy,  and  en- 
lified  under  bis  fcandard.  They  are  con  fed-e- 
rates  in  every  defperate  and  v/icked  project  of 
a foreign  fiate,  for  the  fubjugation  and  ruin  cf 
their  native  land,  and  their  opinions  are  entitled 

precifely 
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precifely  to  the  fame  degree  of  deference,  that 
we  fhould  pay  to  the  fentiments  or  wifhes  of 
the  French  Directory  itfelf,  on  a queftion  of 
Britifh  intereft.  I am,  indeed^  forry  to  learn, 
that  thefe  extremes  either  of  delufion  or  cor- 
ruption, fhould  exift  in  a fingle  inftance  with^ 
in  the  limits  of  this  ifland : but  fince  fuch  men 
. are>  I cannot  but  obferve  with  fatisfaclion 
their  hoftility  to  every  fpecies  of  connexion 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  moft 
of  all  to  that  beft  and  moft  perfed:  connexion 
which  is  new  in  contemplation.  For  when  I 
learn  from  France,  and  her  worthy  Irifli  and 
Englifh  aflbeiates,  that  the  prefent  Union  be- 
tween England  and  Scotland  ftands  in  the  way 
of  their  fraternal  view^s  towards  Great  Britain, 
and  that  the  union  with  Ireland  is  a death's 
blow  to  their  hopes  of  annihilating  the  Bri- 
tifh empire,  I cannot  but  accept  this  tefti- 
monv  of  the  enemy,  as  the  ftrongeft  and  beft 
confirmation  of  the  favour  which  I profefs, 
towards  the  meafure  which  they  oppofe.  But 
I fhall  not  be  expeded  to  argue  with  this  kind 
of  adverfary.  We  are  engaged  with  them  in 
a different  fort  of  controverfy,  and  it  is  the 
ultima  7^atio  alone  that  can  fettle  the  debate 
between  us.  With  this  exception,  however, 
the  neceftity  of  connexion  is  not  only  admit- 
ted. 
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ted,  but  warmly  averted  by  all  thofe  who 
have  taken  a part  in  the  debate  on  this  quef- 
tion  of  Union,  whether  their  judgments 
have  been  favourable  or  adverfe  to  the  rnea- 
fure;  and  your  Lordihips  know  that  there  is 
no  defcription  of  perfons  who  have  been 
more  earned:  to  difclaim  and  abjure  the  cha 
rader  of  what  is  called  feparatift,  than  thofe 

who  have  oppofed  the  Union  in  Ireland,  or 
in  this  country. 


_ But  if  It  were  not  admitted,  this  propofi'- 
, tion  IS  too  obvious  to  require  much  argument 
' to  prove  it.  A glance  on  the  map,  and  a mo- 
ment s refledlion  will  fatisfy  us,  that  the  af 
fairs  and  intereds  of  thefe  two  fifteriflandsare 

too  much  the  fame,  in  too  many  points  of  do. 
medic  and  foreign  concern,  not  to  alTociate 
them  neceflaiily  in  .the  dangers  and  bufmefs  of 
war,  and  in  the  occupations  and  purfuits  of 
peace.  Let  us  fuppofe  any  one  brought  from 
another  hemifphere,  totally  unacquainted,  not 
only  with  the  hidory  and  concerns,  but  ^ven 
with  the  Aape  and  form  of  this  quarter  of  the 
>be  before  whom  a map  of  Europe  Ihould 
be  laid  for  the  fird  time,  and  let  fuch  a man 
be  required  to  conjedure  the  didribution  of 
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ihc  different  countries  under  his  eye,  Into 
their  refpedtive  ftates  and  governments. 

. Whatever  his  opinion  might  be  concerning 
ether  portions  of  Europe,  I am  perfuaded  we 
fcould  all  anticipate  his  confident  judgment, 
that  the  Britifh  Ides,  at  leaft,  formed  one 
ffate.  Let  us,  in  effedl,  caft  our  own  eye  for 
<in  inftant  on  this  rnap^ — we  fhall  fee  thefe  two 
illands  not  merely  contiguous,  but  lying  as  it 
were  in  the  very  bofom  and  embraces  of  each 
other — we  fhall  obferve,  not  only  their  mu- 
tual vicinity,  but  their  infulation,  and  their 
infulatlon  together,  from  the  reft  of  Europe ; 
we  fliall  fee  their  i-elative  pofition  with  regard 
to  each  other  and  to  every  other  part  of  the 
world,  and  efpecially  their  reciprocal  depend- 
ence, for  a fecure  and  undifturbed  navigation, 
in  a great  part  of  the  circumference  of  both* 
Thefe  and  a thoufand  other  obvious  particu- 
lars, which  1 do  not  enumerate  merely  to 
avoid  abufing  your  indulgence  with  confide- 
lations  familiar  to  us  all,  muft  convince  us, 
that  in  a ftate  of  total  political  feparation, 
tiiere  could  hardly  be  a fingle  tranfaeftion, 
or  an  inftant  of  their  exiftence,  in  which 
thefe  two  countries  would  not  be  rivals,  and 
if  rivals,  enemies.  It  is  eafy  to  conceive  the 
enhanced  and  aggravated  ftate  of , warfare 

waged 
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waged  in  this  manner  between  countries  pof- 
feffing  each,  in  a greater  degree,  the  means 
of  offence,  and  in  a lefs  degree,  thofe  of  de- 
fence, than  in  any  other  poffible  fituation. 
We  fhall  alfo  recoiled,  that  if  one  of  thefe 
countries  ffould  be  engaged  in  war  with  a 
third,  as  Great  Britain  with  France,  the  other 
would  prefent  advantages  to  the  enemy  which 
it  could  not  otherwife  poffefs  ; and  it  will  not 
be  difficult  to  forefee,  that  in  a date  of  fepa^ 
ration,  the  mutual  jealoufy  and  habitual  ani- 
mofity  likely  to  prevail  between  the  neigh- 
bours, aided  by  the  intrigues  and  importunity 
of  the  enemy,  will  in  all  probability  draw  the 
neutral  ifland  into  adiredor  indired  partici- 
pation in  thefe  hoftilities.  Thus  will  thefe 
two  countries,  inftead  of  contributingto  each' 
other’s  comfort,  fecurity  and  greatiiefs,as  they 
might  do  under  a wifer  and  happier  fyftem, 
only  harrafs,  enfeeble,  and  endanger  each 
other,  juft  in  proportion  to  their  refpedive 
means  and.refources,'  exhaufting  their  mutual 
attention  and  energy,  rather  in  watching  and  ' 
repreffing  each  other,  than  in  repelling  com- 
mon danger,  promoting  common  interefts,  or 
exalting  their  common  greatnefs  and  glory. 
Such  a condition,  in  a word,  difturbs  the  tran- 

B quillity 
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quillity  of  peace,  and  ftortens  its  duration,- 
while  it  multiplies  a thoufand  fold,  the  perils 
and  evils  of  war.  It  ismanifefl  that  the  fmal^ 
ler  and  weaker  country  of  the  two,  muft  ex- 
perience thefe  difad  vantages  yet  more  fenlibly 
than  its  powerful  neighbour.  In  its  differ- 
ences with  the  other,  if  the  aid  and  alliance 
of  a third  power  be  fought,  that  fervice  muft 
be  purchafed  by  feme  confideration  or  other  ; 
and  we  are  taught,  by  reafonaswell  as  hiftory 
the  fort  of  price  that  is  paid  by  an  inferior,  for 
the  proud  and  politic  protedlion  of  a power- 
ful ftate.  As  the  comparatively  feeble  and 
poor  cannot  difcharge  fuch  a debt  in  pofitive 
force  and  wealth,  it  muft  give  what  it  has,  and 
pay  its  quota  in  general  fubferviency,  that  is 
to  fay,  in  a bafe  and  habitual  dependence,  lit- 
tle fhort,  either  in  degradation  or  ruin,  of  po- 
fitive fubjeftion.  It  appears,  in  fine,  to  me, 
that  a finaller  country,  fituated  between  tw^o 
great  rivals,  as  Ireland  is,  can  hardly  hope  for 
an  interval  of  tranquillity,  fecurity  or  dignity. 
Dignity  may  at  once  be  put  out  of  the  quef- 
tion,  for  having  no  real  and  pofitive  force  to 
fupport  it,fuchacountry muftlive,fromday  to 
day,  by  intrigue,  the  moft  degrading  fpecies  of 
policy,  and  that  which  it  feems  the  moft  im- 

polTible 
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pollible  to  reconcile  with  any  fenfe  of  national 
pride  or  honour.  Itcanaslittle  look  fortran- 
qiiillity  or  fecurity  ; for  befides  its  own  quar- 
rels, the  caufes  of  which  are  infinitely  multi- 
plied, in  a feparate  ftate,  by  that  very  vicinity 
which  might,  otherwife,  extinguifh  them  ; be 
fides,  I fay,  its  own  quarrels,  it  will  bedraggai 
perpetually  into  thofe  of  both  its  neighbours, 
and  will  indeed  generally  find  itfelf  the  bone 
of  contention,  to  be  worried  by  both,  and  to 
endure  therefore  that  double  fcourge,  tha  t com- 
plicated defolation  and  ruin,  which  fall  on 
thofe  unhappy  countries  that  are  themfelves 
the  theatre  of  wars,  in  which,  perhaps,  they 
have  no  intereft,  or  none  other  than  that  of 
being  themfelves  the  prize  to  be  fought  for- 
and  deflined  to  reward  the  conqueror-,  or  pur-- 
chafe  the  peace  of  the  vanquifhed.  We  fliall 
perceive,  on  the  other  hand,  with  the  fame  fa- 
cility and  with  greater  fatisfadion,  theinduce- 
ments  and  advantages  of connexion,  by  which 
the  refources  of  the  one,  inftead  of  being  to  be 
fubftraded  from  thofe  of  the  other,  flow  rather 
into  a general  fiock,  out  of  which,  as  from  a 
common  heart,  ftrength  and  profperity  may 
circulate  to  the  remoteft  extremities  of  both, 
and  the  right  arm  of  the  empire  be  nourifhed 

B 2 and/ 
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and  fortified,  without  impoverifhing  or  with- 
ering the  left.  But  I will  not  infift  on  this 
conceded  point,  and  fhaii  affume  it  as  a thing 
proved  for  granted,  that  cooinex ion  is  ntcef- 
fary  for  the  mutual  fecurity  and  happinefs  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

The  queftion  then  arifes,  on  the  beft  and 
moft  eligible  mode,  or  form  of  that  connexion. 

On  this  point  alfo  I have  a fettled  opinion, 
which  I confider  as  a main  and  principal 
hinge  of  this  argument.  I with,  indeed,  to 
ftate  and  to  argue  it,  in  the  firft  inftance,  as  a 
general  propofition,  but  if  it  be  proved,  and 
made  out  fatisfadorily  in  that  form,  it  feems 
decifive  on  that  particular  queftion,  and  will 
eftablifh,  on  principle  and  reafon,  the  fame 
conclufion,  to  which  our  judgment  may  have 
been  led  on  more  practical  grounds.  The  pro- 
pofition then  is  this,  that  when  two  countries 
are  fo  circumftanced  as  mutually  to  require 
connexion,  the  only  mode  of  connexion  which 
can  perfectly  remove  the  evils  of  feparation, 
and  fully  confer  the  benefit  of  union,  is  a per- 
fedidentity  and  incorporation  of  their  govern- 
ments.  All  other  relations  of  a more  oartial 

aud 
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and  imperfefl  nature,  are  fubjedl  to  many  in- 
conveniences while  they  fuhiiid,  and  are  be- 
fides  oflimited  duration.  By  limited,  1 do  not 
mean  merely  precarious.  ' I confider  their  ex- 
piration not  merely  as  poffible  or  probable,but 

as  certain  ; and  befides  the  perpetual  and  reftr 

!efs  ftruggles,  which  are  for  ever  vexing  thefe 
contentious  relations  while  they  laft,  they  ap- 
pear to  me  to  poflefs  this  fundamental  and  cha- 

radieridic  vice  : I mean  that  of  tending  gra- 
dually, and  though  perhaps  not  always  rapidly, 
yetcertainlyandinevit3bly,by  the  very  law  of 

their  conftitutioa  and  nature,  to  a total  ex- 
tindion  and  diffolution.  Nations,  then,  con- 
nected in  this  mariner,  wiW  necelTaniy  arrive, 
at  one  period  or  other,  at  the  alternative  of 
reparation,  towards  which  they  naturally  tend, 
involving,  probably,  mutual  and  perpetual 
hoftility,  or  that perfed  incorporation  anduni- 
ty,  which  is  produdive  not  only  of  all  the 
blcilings  of  internal  tranquillity,  but  of  all  the 
advantages,  both  in  flrength  and  profperity, 
which  flow  from  the  union  of  their  joint  re- 
fources,  and  which  are  encreafed,  by  combi- 
nation, far  beyond  the  Ample  addition  to  their 
amount. 

That  fuch  are  the  properties  and  defeds  of 


thefe  imperfed  connexions, we  fliall  eafily  fa- 
tisfyourfelves,bya  very  fliortand  curfory  view 
of  one  or  two  of  the  principal  relations  of  that 
defcription,  and  I fhall  begin  with  that  which 
I conceive  to  ftand  firft,  alfo,  in  chronological 
order — I mean  conqueft.  For  I believe  it  will 
generally  be  found,  when  two  countries  are 
fituated  in  fuch  a manner  as  to  invite,  by  their 
local  pofitions,  a connexion  between  their  go- 
vernments, the  ilronger  of  the  two,  or  that 
which  is  firft  enabled  by  an  earlier  civilization, 
and  fuperior  population,  to  aim  at  foreign  en- 
terprife,  will  attempt  the  conqueft  of  the 
other,  and  if  the  attempt  fucceeds,  that  mode 
of  relation,  is  eftablifhed  between  them,  which 
I am  now  treating  of.  Conqueft  may,  indeed, 
in  one  fenfe,  be  underftood  to  exprefsonly  the 
means  employed  for  uniting  them  under  one, 
government,  or  bringing  them  together,  and 
in  that  acceptation,  conqueft  may,  no  doubt, 
lead  to  any  mod^  of  connexion,  and,  amongft 
the  reft,  may  tend  at  once  to  that  which  is  the 
moft  perfect  and  the  beft.  Of  this,  indeed, 
hiftory  will furnifti examples,  though,  I believe, 
not  frequent;  for  war  is  but  a rough  courtfhip, 
and  violence  cannot  be  expeded,  in  all  cafes, 
to  procure  fo  happy  an  union  as  that  which,  at 
once,  incorporated  the  Roman  and  the  Sabine 

people.^ 
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jDebple.  At  prefent,  however,  I ufe  the  word 
conqueft  to  exprefs,  not  the  means  or  inftru- 
ment  of  union,  but  the  relation  which  is  the 
confequence  of  vidory,  and  which  fublifts  af- 
ter it.  In  other  words,  1 mean  that  dominion 
which  is  exercifed  by  the  conqueror  on  the  title 
ofconqueft,  while  the  countries  continue  dif- 
tind  ; or  that  fovereignty,  which  being  found- 
ed by  the  fword,  is  meafured  by  the  power  of 
enforcing  it,  on  one  hand,  and  the  inability  to 
refill,  on  the  other.  In  comparing,  as  we  are 
now  doing,  theadvantages  and  difad  vantages  of 
.the  different  kinds  of  connexion  between  na- 
tions, we* may,  no  doubt,  difmifs  at  once  from 
the  argument  the  confideration  of  conqueft; 
for  I prefume  wx  fhall  agree  that  this  is  the 
worft  of  all.  It  is,  indeed,  the  mod  wretched 
condition  of  human  llavery.  The  relation  of 
mafler  and  fervant,  or  even  of  mafter  and  flave, 
amongft  indi  viduals,  or  of  foverejgn  and  fubjedt 
amongft  the  members  of  one  commonwealth, 
even  under  the  moft  defpotick  forms  of  go- 
vernment, may  be  conceived  to  produce,  at 
leaft  in  fome  inftances,  or  in  fome  degree,  a 
mutual  benefit  and  convenience.  But  it  is  not 
fo  amongft  nations.  A mafter  nation  will,  I 
think,  generally  he  found  a tyrant,  and  a fub- 
jedl  nation  is  generally  a fia  ve.  The  fubmifiion 

and 
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and  obedience  of  the  one  does  not  purcliafe 
protedion  or  kindnefs,  and  the  authority  of 
the  other  yields  little  profit.  The  dominion 
of  mere  conqueft,  in  a word,  confers  on  the 
fovereign  but  a barren  feeptre  and  a crown 
of  thorns  ; and  very  fit  it  fiiould  be  fo.  Yet 
tinder  all  thefe  difeouragements  it  will  gene- 
rally be  found,  that  a ftrong  fenfe  of  the  evils 
attending'  reparation,  ftimulated  perhaps  by 
that  paflion,  I mean  ambition,  which  feem.s 
to  aduate  all  governments,  or  thofe  who  ad- 
mdnifter  them,  will  induce  the  ftronger 
power  to  feek^connexion  by  that  courfe,  un- 
lefs  precluded  by  the  eftablifliment  of  fome 
better  or  lefs  objedionable  mode  of  relation. 

"Amongft  thefe  I (hall  next  fpeak  of  federal 
connexion,  and  I am  the  more  inclined  to  fay 
afew  worcison  that  fubjed,  as  ! have  under- 
ftood  that,  in  the  variety  of  opinions  entertain- 
ed on  thisqueftion  of  Union  with  Ireland, fome 
have  been  fuppo fed  to  lean  towards  a connex- 
ion of  that  nature.  I confefs,  however,  that  I 
can  find  nothing  in  that  mode  of  relation  to 
recommend  it  ^ and  every  thing  w-e  know  of 
fuch  confederacies  feems  to  prove  them,  in  ' 
the  firft  place,  inadequate  to  the  purpofes  of 
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union 5 and,  in  the  next  place,  of  very  preca- 
rious duration'.  The  fundamental  vice  of  thefe 
federal  conftitutions  feems  to  be,  that  pro- 
feiTiag  to  provide  only  for  fome  common  in- 
terefts,  they  not  only  leave,  but  it  is,  in  fome 
fort,  their  fpirit  to  eftablifh,  a diftindnefs,  and 
even  an  bppofition  of  interefts  on  all  or  many  . 
other  points.  Speaking  of  national  interefts, 

I believe  it  will  be  fafe  to  confider  diftindnefs 
as  in  general  but  a convertible  term  foroppo- 
fttion  ; and  the  different  parts  of  a federal 
union  are,  I thiak,  generally  to  be  accounted 
rivals  in  refped  of  all  in  v^'hich  they  are  dif- 
tind.  Their  oppofition  is  indeed  not  limited 
even  by  that  principle,  but  extends  often  to 
the  very  cafu^  foederis \ I mean  to  thofe  con- 
cerns which  are  common,  and  the  general  in- 
tereft  in  which  is  meant  to  be  provided  for  by 
the  conditions  and  obligations  of  the  union. 
It  muft  be  obferved  by  every  one  who  reads 
the  hiftory  of  fuch  governments,  that  in 
the  interpretation  and  performance  of  their 
federal  engagements,  the  parties  generally  ad 
in  a fpirit  of  rival  and  adverfe  contention. 
The  paffions  of  the  multitude  feem  to  flow 
naturally  in  that  courfe  ^ and  the  narrow  ge- 
nius of  thofe  why  will  often  have  the  lead  in 
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. the  difcordant  counfels  of  fucli  ftites,  feem? 
prone  enough  to  fall  in  with  this  popular  hu-* 
mour.  We  fliall  frequently  obferve  then* 
more  occupied  in  the  internal  joaloufics  and 
competitions  of  the  confederate  ftates,  than 
in  promoting  the  common  caufe  ^ andefpe^* 
eially  in  moments  of  common  danger  and  ex- 
ertion, thoy  will  often  difcover  a greater  ap- 
prehenfion- of  contributing  a grain  too  much 
in  the  federal  fcale,  than  a grain  too  little  for 
the  fuccefs  of  that  objef^,  which  is  the  only  ra- 
tional motive  for  exertion  at  all  They  are,  in 
a word,  more  afradd  of  giving  fome  paltry  ad- 
vantage to  a friend  and  affoeiate,  than  folicit- 
ous  to  defeat  the  common  enemy,  or  to  pro- 
vide for  ecmmon  fafety.-  Irrational  as  this 
eondufl-  is,  I may  appeal  to  obfervation  and 
hiflory  for  the  exiftence  as  well  as  for  the  fa- 
tal effedts  of  this  mania,  both  in  federal  go- 
vernmerrtSy  and  in  the  loofer  and  yet  more 
temporary  and  occafional  confederacies  ol 
mere  allies.  We  have  ourfelves  lived  in  a ve- 
ry eventful  period,  and  have  had  but  too 
large  an  experience  in  revolutions  of  every 
fort.  We  have,  amongfl  others,  witneffed 
the  recent  downfal  of  a great  federal  govern- 
Ttient ; I mean  the  United  Provinces  : and 
I certainly  agree  with  what  I underftood  to  be 
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the  lentiment  of  a noble  Lord  who  opened  thi« 
difcuffion  on  a former  day,  in  thinking  that  the 
ludden  and  rapid  overthrow  of  that  govern- 
ment, and  the  degrading  ruin  and  ilavery  into 
which  that  celebrated  people  h as  been  plunged 
aimoft  without  a fcruggle,  may  be  traced  to  the' 
very  vnce  and  defedt  in  the  conftitution  of  fuch 
pvernments  w'hich  1 have  juft  defcribed.  It 
is  furely  reafonablc  to  doubt,  whether  a more 
prompt  and  combined  application  of  the  re- 
Iburces  which  that  country  poffeffed,  than,  it 
leems,  the  diftinftnefs  and  contrariety  of  its 
parts  admitted  of,  might  not  have  averted,  at 
leaft  the  eafy  and  inglorious  conqueft  of  a 
country,  whofe  accidental  and  temporary  uni- 
on under  the  extraordinary  talents  of  the  great 
Prince  of  Orange,  was  able  firft  to  defy,  and 
then  to  humble  and  defeat  France,  in  the  ple- 
nitude of  Louis  the  Fourteenth’s  power  and 
greatnefs.  I fhall  probably  not  differ  witli 
many  of  your  Lordfhips  in  afcribing,  at  leaft 
in  part,  to  the  fame  caufe,  the  fudden  calami- 
ties which  have  overrvhelmed  another  brave 
and  refpedfable people,  I mean  the  Swifs  can- 
tons, with  a rapidity  and  eafe,  which  can  be 
accounted  for  only  on  that  principle.  And  I 
cannot  fup'prefs  fome  apprehenfion  that  we 
^ay  yet  have  to  lament,  even  in  our  own  day, 
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the  diffolutlon  of  the  grand  eft  confederacy 
which  the  world  ever  knew,  the  integrity  of 
which  has  already  beyn  too  much  broken  not 
to  excite  anxiety  and  alarm  for  the  iiTue,  and 
on  the  ftability  of  which,  however,  not  only 
reftsthefafety  andhappinefs  of  thofe  extenfive 
territories,  and  of  theniany  nations  which  have 
hitherto  found  fecurity  and  fhelter  under  that 
great  union,  but  I may  fay,  perhaps,  on  which 
the  independence  and  liberty  of  the  whole  of 
Europe,  and  a great  proportion  of  the  other 
three  quarters  of  the  globe,  may  eftentially 
and  eventually  depend.  I fpeak,  my  Lords, 
of  the  Germanic  body  itfelf.  But  I will  dw^ll 
no  longer  on  thefe  unpleafant  topics,  not  im- 
mediately applicable  to  the  queftion  of  the 
day,  and  haften  to  the  conftderation  of  that 
fpecies  of  relation  which  is  the  proper  fubjefl 
of  your  prefent  deliberation  j I mean  that 
which  now  fubftfts  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  which  did  fubfifl:  between 
England  and  Scotland  before  the  Union. 

I am  to  fpeak  now  of  thofe  connexions 
which  confifl;  in  fome  circumftance  of  iden- 
tity, in  the  municipal  conftitutions  of  the 
two  countries  j that  is  to  fay,  in  having  fome 
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part  or  member  of  their  governments  the 
fame,  with  a diftinflnefs  and  feoarate  inde- 
pendence  in  all  the  reft.  Such  is  that  of  one 
King  or  Executive  Powxr,  with  feparate  le- 
gillaturcs  j and  of  this  particular  form  of 
.connexion  we  have  undoubtedly  had  moft 
experience  in  this  empire,  and  can  ^therefore 
fpcak  of  it  with  the  beft  infdrmatipa  and 
knowledge.  I might,  no  doubt,  fafely  appeal, 
at  once,  to  that  very  experience,  for  the  infuf- 
iicicncyof  fuch  a bond,  to-avoid  the  evils  of 
diftind:  exiftence,  or  to  confer,  in  peace  or 
v;ar,  the  full  benefits'' of  connexion.  But  I 
Vvilh,  firft,  to  fay  a few  words  to  what  may 
be  confidered  as  the  principle  ; that  is  to  fay, 
to  enquire  what  are  the  circumftances  from 
which  the  evils  of  thefe  partial  relations  may 
be  thought  to  flow  ; and  above  all,  what  is 
the  true  caufe  of  that  natural  and  conftant 
tendency  in  fuch  governments,  to  w^eaken  and 
diminifn  the  bonds  of  connexion,  till  it  be- 
comes little  more  than  nominal,  and  remains, 
perhaps,  only  perceptible  in  the  ftruggles  and 
convulfions  of  its  diflTolution. 

The  firft  defed,  then,  which  I remark  in  this 
niodeof  imperfed  connexionds  iimilar,  or  per- 
haps I may  fay,  precifely  the  fame,  with  that 
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xvhichl  have  already  obferved  upon,  in  rela- 
tions merely  federal  I mean  that  the  con- 
nexion being  but  partial,  and  intended  for 
partial  purpofes,  the  great  mafs  of  interefts 
in  each  nation  continue  diftind ; the  atten- 
tion of  each  country  is  ftill  pointed  towards  a 
feparate  view  of  individual  intereft ; and  the 
public  mind,  if  I may  fo  exprefs  it,  of  the  two 
nations,  is  kept  diftind.  I have  already  ob- 
ferved that  diftind  interefts  are  generally  op- 
pofite  interefts,  or  felt  to  be  fd  by  the  tw'o 
parties  ; aPxd  fpeaking  of  nations,  I may  add, 
that  diftind  minds  are  generally  hoftile.  In 
thefe  circumftances,  the  vicinity,  and  the 
connexion  of  fuch  countries,  inftead  of  im- 
proving, as  they  might  otherwife  do,  friend- 
Ihip  and  harmony  between  them,  feem  to 
produce  the  very  oppofite  effeds,  and  to  cul- 
tivate a jealous  and  angry  temper,  prone  to 
take  offence  and  umbrage,  and  ripening  every 
trivial  difcontent  or  diffetence  into  grounds 
of  permanent  alienation  and  even  hoftility. 

Another  grand  fource  of  indifpofition  be- 
tween fuch  countries,  and  diat  from  which 
every  one  of  the  evils  attending  this  mode  of 
relation  feems  to  me  moft  immediately  to 
deiive,  is  the  inequality  in  their  relative  power 
and  influence^  occafioned,  no  doubt,  by  their 
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inequality  in  real  and  pofitive  power  and  in- 
fluence. It  follows  neceflarily  from  the  very 
nature  and  conftitution  of  human  affairs,  and 
no  artificial  or  conventional  arrangement,  no 
provifions  of  pofitive  inftitution  can  alter  it, 
that  in  the  union  of  two  diftinCt  and  unequal 
countries,  the  fuperior  muft  be  predominant, 
and  the  inferior  fubordinate  in  their  common 
concerns,  and  in  the  adminiftration  of  the 
common  parts  of  their  Government,  Hence 
follows,  however,  a nominal  independence  in 
the  inferior  ftate,  accompanied  by  a daily  and 
irkfome  confcioufnefs  of  real  dependence 
and  fubordination.  It  is  this  contradidicn 
between  the  real  and  nominal  condition  of 
the  inferior  country  that  I confider  as  the 
moft fruitful  fource  of  thofe  evils  which  afHid: 
fuch  connexions,  and  ultimately  extinguifh 
them.  In  Governi^ents  adminiftered  in  this 
mariner,  under  external  influence,  the  eyes  of 
the  nation  pafs  over  the  immediate  and  do- 
meftic  inftruments  of  their  adminiftration, 
to  that  wdnich  muft  appear  to  them,  and  may 
indeed  be  truly  accounted  its  efficient  head,  I 
mean  the  external  powxr  which  direfls  it's 
counfels.  It  is  therefore  natural  that  the 
grievances,  real  or  imaginary  of  fuch  a coun- 
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try,  fhould  be  laid  to  the  account  of  that 
higher  caufe ; that  it’s  difcontents,  chagrins, 
and  refen  tments  fhould  be  diredcd  again  ft 
that  objed  ; and  that  the  exertions  of  patrio- 
tifm,  or  the  ftruggles  of  bidion,  as  the  cafe 
may  be,  the  clamour  and  theadivity,  the  elo- 
quence and  even  the  virtues  of  popular  leaders 
and  ambitious  men,  fhould  all  aim  at  that  ob- 
vious mark.  They  will  find  in  the  people  a dif- 
pofition,  founded  alfo  in  nature,  extremely  fa- 
W'curable  to  the  fuccefs  of  fuch  aims.  I have 
faid  that  the  minds  of  two  countries  thus  cir- 
cumftanced  are  not  only  diftind,  but  hoftile. 
Jealoufy  is  the  fentiment  likely  to  prevail 
Between  them  5 and  indeed  where  both  be- 
ing nominally,  and  according  to  their  ab- 
ftrad  rights,  independent  and  equal,  one  of  the 
tw^o  cxcrcifes,  neverthelefs,  a clear  and  un- 
difguifed  afcend^ncy  over  the  other,  jealoufy 
may,  in  truth,  be  thought  to  have  no  very  un- 
reafonable  foundation,  The  prevailing  na- 
tional fentiment,  the  ruling  paffion,  then,  of 
the  inferior  country,  comes  to  be  an  angry, 
impatient  and  intolerant  love  of  their  inde- 
pendency. Whoever  touches  that  ftring,  reach- 
es their  heart,  and  commands  their  affecti- 
ons and  adions.  Hence  v/e  fhall  obferve  a 
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reftlefs  and  never  fatisfiedftrugglingwith  every 
circumftance  either  in  the  conititution  of  their 
government,  or  in  the  counfels  and  meafures 
of  their  adminiftration,  which  feems,  even  to 
the  mofl;  fubtle  refinements  of  jealonfy,  to  af- 
fed  that  objedj  hence  a perpetual  firaining 
after  its  improvement  and  perfedionj  and 
hence  alfo  thofe  imprudent,  and,  furely,  unge- 
nerous advantages  which  are  fought,  in  periods 
of  common  diftrefs  or  danger,  to  extort  con- 
celTions  favourable  to  that  objed;  conceiTions 
which  do  not  excite- gratitude  in  thofe  who  re- 
ceive them,  becaufe  they  are  claimed  as  rights 
and  feem  to  have  been  enforced  by  neceiTity; 
concefiions  too  which  feem  rather  to  vrhet 
than  to  fatiffy  the  appetite  that  cails-for  them. 
Each  vidory  of  this  kind  becomes  only  a van- 
tage  ground  from  whence  another  may  be 
fought  for;  and  thus  each  fuccefiion  of  pa- 
triots, or  of  demagogues,  feeking  to  enhance 
on  the  exploits  of  their  predeceiTors,  the  im- 
provement of  indepedency  is  pu filed  forward 

until  the  true  goal  of  that  courfe  comes  in  vrew 
^ . \ 

— I mean  feparation. 

That  feparation  is  in  trutli  the  goal  or  win- 
ning poft  of  this  race  of  independency,  mult 
appear  very  clearly  when  vee  cenfider  vrhat 
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the  fundamental  caufe  of  the  fubordination 
complained  of  is,  and  what  therefore  muft  be 
the  means  of  reducing  it.  The  afcendancy 
of  the  fuperior  country  confifts,  no  doubt,  in 
it’s  fuperior  power,  but  it  is  the  conftitution- 
al  connexion  that  furnifhes  the  channel  or 
organ,  through  which  the  power  of  the  fupe- 
rior ftate,  is  brought  home  to  the  inferior 
country.  If  they  have  the  fame  executive 
power,  the  influence  of  the  fuperior  ftate  ope- 
^ rates  through  that  channel  on  every  branch  and 
department  of  publick  affairs.  If  their  legifla- 
turcs,  diftind  in  other  refpeds,  have  one 
branch  or  member  in  common,  the  legiflation 
of  the  inferior  is  bent  to  uniformity  with  the 
other  by  that  power.  Connexion  then  is  the 
means  of  afcendancy  in  one,  and  the  caufe  of 
fubordination  in  the  other,  and  it  is  manifeft 
that  thefe  grievances  can  be  alleviated,  or  re- 
dreflfed,  only  by  diminifhing  or  abolifhing  the 
caufe.  That  is  to  fay,  in  other  words,  that  in- 
dependency can  be  improved  only  by  ftriking  off*, 
link  after  link,  of  the  connexion,  and  it’s  entire 
perfedion  can  be  attained  only  by  breaking  the 
lafl:  thread  which  holds  the  countries  together. 

From  this  account  of  the  matter  it  appears 
unavoidable  that  the  courfe  I have  deferibed 

fhould 
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Should  be  purfued  in  every  fimilar  cafe,  and 
that  thefe  events  are  not  to  be  confidered  as 
fortuitous,  but  as  deriving  from  uniform  and 
pregnant  caufes  likely  to  produce. the  fame 
confequences  wherever  they  exift.  We  are 
taught,  then,  not  lefs  by  reafon,  than,  as  we 
fh,all  foon  find,  by  experience,  to  expecS  that 
the  natural  and  commendable  love  of  indepen- 
dence on  one  hand,  and  the  incompatibility 
of  that  independence  with  connexion  on  the 
ether,  fhould  always  lead  two  countries  thus 
circumftanced  to  the  laft  alternative,  which  I 
have  already  more  than  once  alluded  to,  of  fe-’ 
paiation  or  union;  an  alternative  in  which  I 
am  perfuaded  that  true  wifdom,and  a fincere 
and  genuine  love  of  our  country,  will  always 
make  one  choice,  while  paffion  and  prejudice, 
efpecially  private  paffion  or  prejudice,  and 
while  a blind  and  fophifticated  pride,  perfo-'^ 
nating,  or  rather  counterfeiting  patriotifm, 
may  poffibly  prompt  another. 

If  1 have  not  been  deceived  by  this  rea- 
foning,  one  might  almoft  venture,  without 
much  temerity,  to  trace,  as  the  pretty  certain 
and  uniform  fucceffion  and  progrefs  of  events, 
in  the  hiilory  of  connexion  between  two 
neighbouring  countries  of  unequal  power,  the 
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courfe  I have  clefcribed.  Their  connexion 

will  probably  begin  in  conquefr — that  nilfera- 

blc  condition  -wil}  gradually  fofien  itfelf  into 

fopoe  mode  of  dependent  connexion.  This 
1 

will  iliil  be  refined  into  the  more  fiattcrincr 
condition  of  nominal  independence,  accompa- 
nied, ho^vvever,  by  a real  and  inherent  fubordi- 
nation;— under  which  the  iineafinefs  of  the  fu- 
bordinate  country,  and  its  growing  pretenfions 
and  power,  will  advance  in  the  progrefi  to- 
wards real  independence,  till  it  approaches  fo 
clofely  the  danger  of  feperation,  that  botli 
countries  will  be  alarmed,  and  take  fhelter 
from  the  impending  calamity,  in  the  only 
fanduary  that  remains,  I mean  Union.  I will 
not  fay  that  every  ftep  in  this  progrefs  will  be 
the  fame  in  all  cafes.  The  events,  fuch  of 
them  as  happen,  will  probably  fucceed  each 
other  in  the  fame  order  j but  a link  or  two 
more  may  be  found  in  fome  inftances,  and  a 
link  or  two  may  be  omitted  in  others.  ^ I 
think  myfelf,  however,  fupported  not  only  by 
fuch  reafoning  as  I have  ventured  to  lay  before 
you,  but  by  the  uniform  tcftimiony  of  hifrory, 
at  lead  in  this  obfervation;  I mean  that  a par- 
tial connexion  of  Government,  between  two 
unequal  countries,  is  not  a permanent  condi- 
tion 
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tion  in  which  they  can  fettle,  and  is  incapable 
of  fubfifting  long  without  change ; that  it  is 
not  a ftationary  point,  but  merely  tranfitory 
and  progrelfive,  and  is  but  a ftage  or  refting 
place,  if  that  which  I have  deferibed  as  con- 
ftantiy  progrefiive  can  obtain  the  name  of  reft 
at  all,  between  the  original  ftate  of  total  dif- 
connexion,  from  which  they  ftarted,  and  either 
a return  to  that  total  feparation  again,  or  that 
which  I confider  as  the  more  probable  term  of 
its  Progrefs,  even  on  the  lirft  approach  of  that 
evil,  but  is  ultimately  certain,  1 mean  perfedt 
and  entire  confoiidation  and  union. 

I 

I profefs  myfelf  fo  ftrongly  imprelTed  with 
this  view,  I will  not  fay  of  the  philofophical 
principal,  but  of  hiftory  and  experience  appli- 
cable to  the  fubjed  we  are  confidering,  that  I 
cannot  help  looking  to  the  union  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  not  merely  as  an  advan- 
tageous and  defirable  event,  and  on  that  ac- 
count likely  to  bring  itfelf  about,  but  as  certain 
and  unavoidable,  although  I fhall  take  care  not 
to  commit  my  philofophy  too  rafhly,  by  affign- 
ing  any  particular  period,  whether  long  or 
fhort,  for  the  accomplifhment  of  its  predidions. 

I alfert  only  that  we  are  travelling  that  road. 
Thefe  two  countries  are  vifibly  approaching 

each 
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eacli  other  by  an  Irrefiftible  attraction,  by  a fpe- 
cies  of  gravitation  which  J confider'as  an  in- 
vincible law  of  political  nature,  if  nature  can 
have  fuch  an  epithet;  and  that  clofing,  as  it 
were,  by  the  compulfion  of  this  power,  no  hu- 
man obftrudion,  no  counterpoife  that  can  be 
oppofed  to  it,  will  long  avail  to  keep  them 
afiinder,  though  it  may  retard  their  meeting  for 
a wmile,  I am  not  lefs  perfuaded  that  w^hen 
once  they  are  in  contadl,  another  principal, 
equally  inherent  in  that  new  condition,  I mean 
a principle  of  infeparable  adhefion  and  tena- 
city, wdll  hold  them  together,  and  will  fo  ce- 
ment and  c'onfolidate  their  union,  as  to  render 
all  human  efforts  to  feperate  and  tear  them 
again  afunder,  vain  and  ineffedluah  If  thefe 
opinions  then  have  any  foundation,  we  may 
debate  here  concerning  the  beft  means  of  acce- 
lerating this  happy  and  much  to  be  defired 
event,  but  we  may  confider  the  event  itfelf  as 
perdeftined;  and  I cannot  help  pe.rfuading  my- 
felf  that  the  fpecies  of  deftiny,  of  which  I am 
here  fpeaking,  I mean  the  fteady  operation  of 
:dxed  principles,  wdll  work  out  its  ovm  decrees, 
be  the  procefs  longer  or  fhorter;  and  neither 
that  erroneous  pride,  which  is  fuppofed  to  per- 
vade Ireland  in  general,  nor  the  love  of  politi- 
cal monopoly,  which  may  aduate  particular 
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€la{res5  or  individuals  of  that  country;  nor 
the  arts,  the  fedudions,  or  the  arms  of  the 
French  RepublickjCari  be  long  interpofed  be- 
tv/een  the  caufe  and  its  effed,  or  diilurb  for 
ever  the  appointed  order  of  human  events,  by 
conftraining  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  en-- 
dure  the  aSidions  and  calamities  of  feperation, 
or  of  a condition  almofc  eo^uivalent  to  it,  while 
they  contemLplate  all  the  blelTings  of  Union 
placed  within  their  reach,  and  courting  their 
acceptance. 

V/ith  this  view  of  the  neceffity  and  inevi- 
table nature  of  this  event,  the  opinion  I enter- 
tain of  its  utility  is  at  lead  confoling  to  rny 
own  mind.  Yet  I fhould  neither  have  ha- 
zarded fuch  fpeculaticns,  nor  have  prefumed 
•to  detain  your  Lordfhips,  efpecially  fo  long, 
with  this  fort  of  reafoning,  if  I had  thought  it 
no  better  than  idle  and  vifionary  theory.  But, 
in  truth,  I was  confeious  that  it  was  hiderv 
rather  than  fpeculation  that  I was  delivering 
throughout,  and  1 wdll  venture  to  fay  there 
hardly  a point  or  turn  in  this  fpeculative 
courfe,  wFhch  you  w'ill  not  dad  verified,  chap- 
ter for  chapter,  by  the  hidory  of  every  con- 
nexion we  have  hitherto  known  with  the  na- 
tions which  now  compofe  our  empire. 
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your  Lordfhips  will  think  me  difpofed  to 
carry  you  far  back,  when  I venture  even  to 
name  the  Saxon  heptarchy,  and  the  union  of 
thofe  feven  independent  kingdoms  in  the  reign 
of  Egbert.  Yet  if  1 do  little  more  than  allude 
to  that  fignal  event,  it  is  not  becaufe  I am 
wanting;  or  that  I can  think  your  Lordfhips 
fo,  in  a due  fcnfe  of  its  importance  and  dignity, 
or  of  its  influence  on  the  fubfequent  deftinies 
either  of  England  or  of  the  world.  It  is  enough 
t6  fay  that  the  union  of  the  heptarchy  was  the 
birth  day  of  nothing  lefs  than  this  very  king^ 
dom  of  England,  and  that  the  glorious  empire 
which  now  extends  from  eaft  to  weft,  and  has 
planted  the  dominion  and  the  language  of 
England  around  the  globe,  is  the  lipeal  defen- 
dant, or  rather  only  the  natural  growth  and 
developement  of  that  event.  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention, however,  to  dwell  on  this  antient  and 
parent  union,  for  the  purpofe  of  illuftrating  the 
principles  of  which  I have  juft  treated.  I am 
fenfible  that  this  period  is  too  remote  from 
our  own,  to  build  any  folid  conclufion  on  tranf- 
actions,  with  the  details  and  particulars  of 
which  we  are  fo  little  acquainted.  I therefore 
mention  it  only  that  I may  be  entitled  to  read 
a fhort  palTage  from  Mr.  Hume's  biftqry  of 
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• that  period,  which,  I think,  may  furnifhare- 
fledion  or  two  not  impertinent  to  the  prefcnt 
queftion. 

The  kingdoms  of  the  heptarchy,  though 
united  by  fo  recent  a conqueft,  feemed  to  be 
fo  ftrongly  cemented  into  one  ftate  under 
‘‘  Egbert ; and  the  inhabitants  of  the  feveral 
provinces  had  loft  all  defire  of  revolting  from 
that  conqueror, or  of  reftormg  their  indepen- 
dentGovernments.Theirlanguagewas  every 
‘‘  where  nearly  the  famej  their  cuftoms,  laws, 
inftitutions,  civil  and  religious;  and  as  the 
race  of  their  antient  Kings  was  totally  ex- 
‘‘  tind  in  all  their  fubjeded  ftates,  the  people 
readily  transferredtheirallegianceto  aPrince 
‘‘  who  feemed  to  merit  it,  by  the  fplendourof 
his  vidories,  the  vigour  of  his  adminiftra- 
“ tion,  and  the  fuperior  nobility  of  his  birth. 
An  union  alfo  in  government  opened  to 
“ them  the  agreeable  profped  of  future  tran- 
quillity ; and  it  appeared  more  probable, 
that  they  would  thenceforth  become  terri- 
“ ble  to  their  neighbours,  than  be  expofed  to 
their  inroads  and  devaftations.”  We  col- 
led from  this  pafiTage,  not  rnerely  as  an  opi- 

• nion  of  Mr.  Hume’s,  but  as  an  hiftorical  fad, 
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that  the  local  attachment  and  national  feel- 
ing which  the  inhabitants  of  the  feveral  inde- 
pendent kingdoms  before  their  union  enter- 
tained, no  doubt,  towards  their  refpedlive 
countries,  were  eafily  and  quickly  extended  to 
the  whole  united  kingdom.  This  change  did 
not  even  wait  for  a new  generation,  but  was 
operated  in  the  very  life  of  the  conque- 
ror, and  therefore  of  thofe  who  w’ere  them- 
felves  habituated  to  the  narrow’er  feeling,  and 
who  had  experienced  in  their  own  perfons  the 
humiliation  and  refentrnent  belonging  to  de- 
feat. For  it  is  alfo  remarkable  that  the  harmo- 
nizing property  of  union  was  manifefted  in 
circumftances  the  moft  adverfe  of  any  to  con- 
ciliation, I mean  in  the  cafe  ,of  an  union 
brought  about  by  force,  and  attended  with  all 
the  irritation  of  compulfion  and  conquefc. 
We  muft  obferve,  in  the  next  place,  that  Mr. 
Hume  confiders' a firnilarity  of  language,  cuf- 
toms,  laws, and  inftitutions, civil  and  religious, 
as  circumftances,  favourable,  not  only  to  the 
eflablifliment  of  union,  but  to  the  improve- 
ment and  promotion  of  its  beneficial  confe- 
quences.  And  laftly,  we  have  the  authority 
of  this  profound  and  philofophical  hiftorian 
for  thinking  that  fuch  an  union  was  likely  not 

only 


only  to  yield  the  comforts  of  interna!  tran- 
quillity and  peace,  but  fo  to  improve  the 
power  and  refources  of  the  kingdom,  as,  in- 
ftead  of  trembling  at  the  approach  of  every 
invader,  to  render  it  rather  itfelf  an  objedof 
terwDr,  or  at  leaft,  of  refped  to  furrounding 
nations.  It  is  true  that  the  Danifh  invafions 
followed  immediately  on  this  event,  and  we 
know  that  the  repeated  and  powerful  defcents 
of  that  warlike  nation,  not  only  harraffed  and 
alarmed  this  ifland  upwards  of  a century,  but 
at  fome  periods  reduced  the  Saxon  power  to 
the  greateft  poffible  ftreights.  But  in  the  firfl: 
place,  the  Danifh  invafions  were'not  the  con 
fequence  of  the  union  of  the  Heptarchy,  and 
muft  have  happened  without  it.-  And  in  the 
nextplace,  it  is  im  poffible  to  readthehiftory  of 
that  period  without  perceiving,  in  every  page 
a demonftration  of  the  falutary  effeds  of  that 
meafure,  and  without  afcribing  to  the  union 
under  Egbert,  alone,  theultimate  prefervation 
of  that  kingdom.  If  the  DaFiCS  had  found  the 
illand  in  the  fame  feeble  and  divided  ftate,  in 
which  the  Saxons  had  themfelyes  atchieved 
the  conqueft  of  the  Britons ; if  they  had  had 
to  contend  only  with  the  disjointed,  difunited, 
and  fingle  exertions  of  the  feven  infignificant 
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States  of  the  Heptarchy  each  in  its  turn,  and 
if  thofe  Princes  who  fought  for  England  had 
not  been  enabled  by  the  union  to  oppofe  to 
this  powerful  and  perfevering  enemy  a com- 
bined and  concerted  defence,  it  is  manifeft 
that  neither  the  valour  and  talents  of  Egbert, 
nor  the  almoft  romantick  endowments  and 
virtues  of  Alfred  theGreat,  would  have  availed 
to  prevent  a conqueft  as  complete,  and  an  ex- 
tirpation of  the  Saxon  power  and  name  out  of 
England,  as  perfefl  and  dreadful  as  that  which 
they  had  themfelves  inflidled  on  the  defence- 
lefs  and  divided  Britons.  But  to  pafs  forward 
to  times  fomewhat  nearer  our  own,  I would 
now  fpeak  of  Wales. 

- f 

Wales  had  refilled  the  power  of  all  the 
Saxon  Kings,  and  thefirll  Princes  of  the  Nor- 
man line.  It  was  not  till  the  reign  of  Henry 
the  Third,  and  then  rather  by  the  effed  of 
internal  dilTention,  than  by  the  arms  or  enter- 
prize  of  that  Prince,  that  Wales  w^as  brought 
under  a fort  of  feudal  dependance  on  theCrown 
of  England,  and  acknowledged  the  Sovereign 
of  the  latter  country  as  a feudal  fuperior. 
Wales  was  held,  then,  during  that  reign- 
nieerlyas<a  fief,  with  the  ufual  acknowledg- 
ments, 
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ments,  and  under  the  uiual  conditions  belong- 
ing to  the  feudal  relation  of  feignory  and  vaffa- 
lage,  but  without  any  claim  on  the  part  of 
England  to  political  fovereignty.  This  (lender 
relation  feems,  however,  to  have  improved  it- 
felf  very  rapidly  into  a connexion  of  a different 
and  much  more  intimate  nature,  for  in  the 
very  next  reign,  Edward  the  Firft,  the  imme- 
diate fucceffer  of  Henry  the  Third,  was  able  to 
convert  that  feudal  feigneury  into  dired  and 
pofitive  fovreignty,  and  to  annex  the  Principa- 
lity of  Wales  infeparably,  and  as  part  of  the 
dominion  of  the  Crown,  to  the  throne  of  Eng- 
land. At  the  fame  period,  and  indeed  on  that 
occafion,  a partial  communication,  and  but  a 
partial  one,  of  th&laws  and  police  of  England 
was  made  to  Wales,  by  the  Siatum  TVallice^  as 
it  is  called,  in  the  twelfth  year  of  the  reign  of 
Edward  the  Firft.  I mention  thefe  particulars 
only  toobferve,  that  at  this  period  commenced 
an  arra  of  connexion  between  England  and 
Wales,  not  indeed  precifely  the  fame  in  all 
points,  but  bearing,  however,  fome  refem- 
blance  and  analogy  to  that  which  we  are  prin- 
cipally confidering  to-day.  I mean  an  imper- 
fed  political  connexion,  which  confifted  in 
the  two  countries  being  governed  by  the  fame 
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Prince,  with  a partial  uniformity  of  laws  and 
infiitutions,  remaining  diftindand  feparate  in 
other  refpefls. 

If  we  would  appreciate  the  value  of  fuch  a 
connexion,  and  its  efficacy  in  producing  either 
internal  tranquility  or  external  peace,  we  have 
only  to  purfue  the  hiftory  of  that  connexion, 
throughout  the  whole  period  of  its  duration, 
from  the  reign  of  Edward  the  Firft  to  that  of 
Henry  the  Eighth.  It  is  by  no  means  my  in- 
tention to  interrupt  this  debate  by  fuch  a nar-< 
rative,  but  merely  to  dired  your  Lordfhip’s  at- 
tention to  the  refult  of  fuch  an  enquiry.  For 
your  Lordfhips  know  that  Wales  was  not  only 
difquieted  within,  by  the  troubles  and  turbu- 
lence of  civil  diforder,  but  that  both  countries 
w^ere  afffidled  by  a perpetual  fucceffion  of  mu- 
tual inroads  and  petty  warfare,  not  perhaps  of 
lufiicient  dignity  to  attrad  the  notice  of  gene-  • 
ral  hiftory,  but  fufficient  to  keep  them  both 
expofed  to  the  frequent  calamities,  and  the 
conftant  anxiety  attending  a flate  of  perma-- 
Rent  hoftility  with  a'  neighbouring  enemy, 
and  by  thefe  means  retard  and  interrupt  on. 
both  fides  of  the  border,  but  efpecially  in 
Wales,  the  progrefs  of  civilization,  of  arts, 
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of  induftry,  of  wealth,  and,  in  a word,  of 
public  improvement  in  all  its  branches.  But 
this  was  a ftate  of  things,  which,  as  I haye 
faid,  could  not  laft  for  ever,  and  the  only  per- 
fed  and  fovereign  remedy  for  fuch  diforders, 
was  at  length  adminiftered  in  the  reign  of 
Harry  the  Eighth,  by  that  incorporating  legif- 
lative  Union  which  extinguiflied  in  a day  the 
difcord  of ag;es,andidentified  forever  thefe  two 
not  only  diftind,  but  hoftile  nations.  In  our 
enquiry  then  concerning  the  comparative  ad- 
vantages or  di  fad  vantages  of  thefe  two  modes 
of  relation,  I mean  that  imperfed  one  which 
propofes  to  combine  connexion  with  diftind- 
nefs,  and  that  perfed  legiflative  Union  which 
confounds  and  incorporates  both  the  nations 
and  their  governments,  we  have  only  to  com- 
pare, or  rather  to  contrail,  the  uneafy  and 
afBiding  period  which  preceded  the  Union 
in  the  reign  of  Harry  the  Eighth,  with  the  two 
centuries  of  mutual  iecurity  and  peace,  and 
of  progrefiive  and  ftii!  increaling  profperity 
and  happinefs,  powTr,  fplendour  and  dignity 
which  have  fucceeded,  and  as  it  is  reafonable 
to  conclude,  have  derived  in  a great  degree, 
if  not  principally,  from  that  event. 

England 
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England  felt  very  early  the  advantage  of 
connexion  with  Scotland \ and  projects  for 
uniting  them,  even  on  the  beft  principle  of 
Union,  were  fet  on  foot,  and  repeated  in  va- 
rious forms,  and  on  the  llightefl:  profpeds  of 
•fuccefs,  from  the  earlieft  period  down  to  the 
very  Iatefl:,that  is  to  fay,  to  the  adual  accom- 
plifhment  of  that  falutary  defign.  But  fuch 
purpofes,wifeand  beneficial  as  they  are,  muft, 

.it  feems,  mature  themfelves  in  thefullnefs  of 
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time  ^ and  although  it  is  ordained  that  thefe 
•events  lhall  happen,  they  muft  happen,  it 
would  feem,  in  their  due  and  appointed  order. 
It  will  be  found,  I believe,  that  neighbouring 
nations  will  feldom  begin  with  union,though 
they  are  fure  to  end  with  it.  The  work  of 
connexion  commenced,  then  alfo,in  this  cafe, 
at  the  natural  beginning  of  the  procefs,  and 
conqueft  was  reforted  to  as  the  inftrument  of 
union.  This  part  of  the  Scotch  courfe,  how- 
ever, was  never  atchieved.  Scotland  never  w^as 
conquered.  But  the  attempt,  and  all  the  mi- 
feries  attending  that  long  and  obflinate  ftrug- 
gle, deluged  both  countries  in  blood, andduring 
more  than  three  centuries  affiicSled  them  with 
calamities, the  amount  of  which, on  either  fide, 
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hiflorians  can  hardly  report  faithfully,  with- 
out the  charge  of  exaggeration.  This  fan- 
guinary  and  ruinous  conteft  terminated  in 
the  Union  of  the  Crowns,  at  the  acceffion  of 
James  the  firfl: ; and  here  commenced  a cen- 
tury of  that  precife  relation  which  is  the  fub- 
jeft  of  our  prefent  enquiry.  The  two  king- 
doms had  one  Prince,  and  one  Executive 
Power,  wdth  fepaj-ate  Parliaments.  Scotland 
afferted  a perfe<^  independence  and  equality, 
but  experienced  a real  fubordina,tion.  It  would, 
undoubtedly,  be  unfair,  if  I w^ere  to  impute  to 
this caufe  alone,  the  many  difadvantages  under 
which  Scotland  appears  to  have  laboured,  and 
the  declining  condition  of  that  country  w’hich 
is  obferved  by  hiflorians  during  the  period  I 
have  mentioned.  Much  of  the  calamity  v/hich 
fell  upon  both  kingdoms,  muft  be  placed  to 
the  account  of  the  troubles  and  civil  wars  to 
which  every  part  of  the  ifland  partook  during  a 
great  proportion  of  the  laft  century,  and  which, 
amongfl  other  extraordinary  events  produced, 
under  the  Commonvveulth,  a hafly  and  fliort- 
iived,  beoaufe  ill  digeiied  and  ill  conceived, 
Union  of  the  three  kingdoms  of  England, 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  But  with  all  thefe  al- 
lowances, it  is  not  the  lefs  true,  that  the  lafl 
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century  was  a period  of  great  political  difeord 
and  dilTention  between  England  and  Scotland, 
in  which  the  latter  country  entertained  and 
manifefted,  as  we  have  been  led  to  expedt, 
that  angry  and  querulous  temper  which  I have 
deferibed  as  growing  out  of  the  fituation,  and 
as  infeparable  from  that  jarring  and  abhorrent 
union  of  nominal  independence  and  realfubor- 
di nation.  This  catife  produced  its  natural  ef- 
feds,  and  both  difturbed  the  empire  in  peace, 
and  weakened  it  in  war,  fometimes  by  politi- 
cal contention  between  the  people  of  Scotland 
and  the  Monarch,  fometimes  by  the  habitual 
animofity  of  the  two  countries,  hardly  kept 
under  by  the  authority  dr  mediation  of  the 
comimon  fovereign,  fometimes  by  the  intrigues 
of  Scotland  with  France,  and  above  all  by  the 
purfuit  of  the  idol  independence,  to  the  very 
brink  of  feparation.  The  very  unity  of  the 
Crowns  became  a grievance ; and  your  Lord- 
fhips  know,  that  towards  the  clofe  of  this  pe- 
riod, I mean  in  the  firft  years  of  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne  and  of  the  prefent  century,  partly 
by  projeds  for  abridging  the  perogative,  be- 
caufe  it  was  adminiftered  out  of  Scotland, 
partly  by  projeds  for  ufurping  a confiderable 
portion  of  the  regal  power,  in  order  that  it 

might 
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might  be  adminiftered  within  Scotland;  partly, 
in  fine,  by  refufing  to  accede  to  the  fettlement 
of  the  fuccefiion  adopted  in  England,  the  Par- 
liament of  Scotland,  the  patriots  of  Scotland, 
with  the  acclamation  of  the  w^hole  people  of 
Scotland,  brought  the  danger  of  impending  fe- 
paration  fo  home  to  the  fenfe  and  bofoms  of 
both  countries, that  their  prudence  w'as  at  length 
alarmed;  they  opened  their  arms  to  each  other, 
and  took  fhelter  from  imminent  and  incurable 
ruin,  in  that  infeparable  eixibrace  which  has 
ever  fince,  and  I trufi:  ever  will,  contixme  to 
unite  us.  It  is  thus  that  extremes  toucli, 
and  thus  that  thefe  two  nations,  from  the  laft 
term  of  alienation  and  repugnance,  paffed  at  a 
fingle  ftep,  into  the  clofcft  and  moft  indifio- 
luble  union. 

The  connexion  betwxcn  England  and  Ire- 
land began  in  conqueft,  and  the  relation  Was 
that  of  fovereign  and  fubjecl.  I do  not  fay  a 
fovereign  able,  at  all  times,  to  enforce  his  do-^ 
minion,  ora  fnbmiflive  fubje6t  acknowdedging 
and  acquiefeing  under  the  authority  of  his 
mafter.  But  whatever  connexion  fubfi.fied 
between  the  two  countries,  had  that  ori* 
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1 nre-ferved  that  character  through  its 

I' rfl  p'etiod.  This  fiift  •»<!  intol^raW'  Ilage 

“r,io»al  relation  paffed  forward,  howe.cn 
Ld  foftened  itfelf  gradually,  but  through  th. 
fanguinary  procefs  of  habitual  refiflance  and 

infutordirration,  fwelling  occaf,onall,  mto  ca- 
vil wars  and  rebellions  of  the  n,oft  feroc^as 
charaaer,  into  a dependent  * 

niitigated  but  avowed  dependence  of  Irel 
^n  England.  I allude  now  to  that  perjod 
during  which  the  Iriih  nation,  a pad, a- 

ment  of  their  own,  were,  however,  fubjed  to 

S^eleginature  of  England.  I do  not  fpeak  of 

the  rfght,  nor  wilh  to  engage  ,n  that  already 
obfolete,  though  recent  controverfy.  I ipcak 
only  of  the  faff,  for  fuch  was  the  conftitution, 

de >7c,of  Englilh  and  Iriih  connexion,  m the 

memory  of  the  youngeft  of  your  Lordlhips. 
This  fecond  period,  alfo,  pafled  awa),  an  t e 
prefent  imprm-ed  Hate  of  Iriih  independence, 
L it  now  fubfifts,  was  atchieved  by  means, 
which  I have  already  had  occafion  to  allude 
to , I mean  by  the  opportune  exertion  of  Irilh 
energy  in  moments  of  Eritilh  debility  and  d,f- 
trefs  For  thofe  conceffions  w'cre  certain  y 
gButcd  in  circumftances  of  durefs,  whether 
they  may  now,  with  better  grace,  be  ft»ted^“ 
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have  flowed  from  the  juftlce  and  liberal  difpo- 
fition  of  the  conceding  country,  or  not.  in 
the  mean  while  we  have  arrived,  m the  due 
and  regular  courfe,  at  that  precife  point  of 
connexion,  which  has  been  the  principal  ob- 
ied  of  difcuflion.  We  have  a common  prince, 
with  feparate  parliaments.  Ireland  claims  a • 
fovc*'eign  independent  government,  and  that 
claim  is  freely  admitted  by  our  own  ; while 
wx  exercife,  neverthelefs,  with  the  acqui- 
cfcence  of  Ireland,  an  open  afcendancy  and 
controul  in  every  one  of  its  concerns.  We 
are  at  this  moment,  therefore,  making  an  ex- 
periment, which  is  not  yet  twenty  years  old, 
of  the  mutual  advantages  to  be  derived  from 
that  mode  of  connexion,  of  its  efficacy  m 
ftrengthening  the  empire,  in  repelling  danger 
from  without,  in  reconciling  the  minds  and 
- aftedions  of  the  nations  within,  and,  finally, 
in  cementing  and  perpetuating  their  union. 
We  muft,  indeed,  regard  the  prefent  moment 
as  the  firft,  in  which  the  courfe  of  events  has 
furniflied  the  proper  ordeal  of  this  condition  ; 
I mean  a crifis  of  difficulty  and  danger  to  the 
empire  ; for  this  is  the  true  touchftone  on 
which  the  virtue  of  connexion  and  of  mutual 
engagements  may  be  proved.  Surely,  my 

Lords, 
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Lords,  at  tJiis  period  of  the  argument,  I may 
drum  the  benefit  of  fads,  of  whieh  we  are 
ourfelves  the  living  xvitneffes,  and  appeal  at 
once  to  the  difaftrous  teffimony  of  the  prefent 
jcHir,  not  only  for  the  inadequacy  of  fuch  a 
iyitem  to  yield  protedion  and  fupport  in  the 
period  of  difficulty,  but  for  its  adive  and  fatal 
efficacy  in  augmenting  the  danger  and  haften- 
lusr  the  common  ruin.  Can  we  need  better 
proof  than  every  tide  has  of  late  brought  us 
mat  the  prefent  feeble  and  flimfy  bond  which 
conneds  Great  Britain  with  Ireland,  does  not 
poffefs  one  principle  of  liability,  and  has  not 
flaminyo  refift  that  innate  tendency  to  decay 
and  Qiflolution,  which  accompanies  all  life 

whether  natural  or  politick. 
What  refult  then  is  it  reafonable  to  look  for 
irom  this  experiment .?  I ffiould  wiffi  to  fpeak 
oh  this  occafion,  not  merely  with  refped,  but 
1 mull  fay,  with  gratitude  and  reverence,  of 
the  condud  held  by  that  which  we  mull  call 
the  Iriffi  nation,  and  which  is,  indeed,  entitled 
to  that  appellation.  I mean  the  Iriffi  Govern- 
ment, the  Iriffi  Parliament,  a great  portion  of 
the  property  of  Ireland,  of  its  gentry,  and  even 
o-  Its  people.  Inthefewehavewitnefledexef- 
■ ions  of  coinage,  adivitv,  perfeverance,  and 

fpirit, 
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fpirit,  as  well  as  of  fidelity  and  honour,  in  ful- 
filling the  engagements  of  their  connexion 
with  us,  and  in  the  protedion  and  defence  of 
their  owm  country,  which  challenge  the  thanks 
of  Great  Britain,  and  the  approbation  of  the 
w^orld.  But  this  fentiment  cannot  either  con- 
ceal from  us,  or  difguife  other  truths,  not  lefs 
obvious,  though  lefs  grateful  and  welcome. 
The_  loyalty,  the  prudence,  and  fpirit,  which 
we  commend,  on  one  hand,  do  not,  however, 
prevent  anextenfiveand  defperate  confpiracy, 
on  the  other,  againfi:  the  common  fafety  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  aiming,  above 
all,  avowxdly  and  diftindly  againft  that  con- 
nexion, in  which  the  fafety  of  both  is  felt  to 
refide.  After  hearmg  his  Majefty’s  law^ful  ex- 
ercife  of  the  powers  with  which  the  Confiitu- 
tion  of  Ireland  has  invefted  him,  and  the  legi- 
timate means  employed  by  the  Sovereign  of 
that  country  to  preferve  a uniformity  of  inea- 
fures  in  the  diredion  of  our  common  interelis, 
treated  as  the  interference  of  a foreign  power, 
w^e  have  the  misfortune  of  feeing  at  this  hour 
a great  portion  of  the  Irifh  people,  confiderable 
for  its  numbers,  and,  I fear,'  not  altogether 
contemptible,  even  for  its  blood  and  talents, 
in  open  rebellion  againft  our  cpmmon  Sove- 
reign, 
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reign,  and  in  clofe  alliance  with  our  common 
enemy.  The  diffolution  of  all  connexion  be- 
tween us  is  the  object  they  profefs.  The  griev- 
ance which  they  have  rifen  to  redrefs  is  that 
connexion  ; the  caufe  which  their  manifeftos 
proclaim,  the  ftandard  under  which  they  mufter 
and  fight,  is  reparation.  This  end  then,  towards 
w^hich  we  have  feen  fuch  connexions  are  con- 
tinually prone,  this  very  reparation,  which  is 
the  natural  inborn  propenfity  of  imperfed;  re- 
lation, is  already,  in  this  cafe,  the  fubjed  of 
a cival  w^ar,  and  is  at  this  moment  committed 
to  the  iffue  of  arms,  which  is  ftill  depending. 
I have  glanced,  in  this  manner,  the  hiftory  of 
Britifli  and  Irilli  connexion  only  to  (hew,  that 
amongft  its  many  other  evils,  that  of  tendency 
to  total  extindion,  which  w'e  have  been 
taught  by  principle,  and  by  the  example  of  other 
countries,  to  exped,  is  proved  in  fad,  and  in 
the  adual  cafe,  to  be  one  of  its  properties  j and 
I am  hardly  apprehenfive  of  a diffenting  voice 
to  the  conclufion  which  appears  to  me  to  re- 
fult  from  this  dedudion,  whether  of  hiftory 
or  reafon,  that  w-e  have  reached  the  point  at 
which,  in  the  firft  place,  the  evils  of  imperfed 
connexion  are  at  tfieir  height,  and  in  the 
next,  beyond  which  lies  only  that  alternative, 

fo 


49 


fo  often  mentioned,  of  reparation  or  union. 
We  ftand  precifely  in  that  predicament,  in 
which  the  prudence  of  both  countries,  and  the 
fidelity  and  honour  of  thofe  who  are  entrufted 
with  their  interefts,  I mean  their  Govern- 
ments and  Legiflatures,  are  called  upon  by 
the  moft  folemn  and  infiant  appeal,  I mean 
the  peril  of  their  countries,  to  fnatch  them 
from  that  precipice,  on  the  very  edge  of  w^hich 
they  ftand,  already  w'avering,  and  too  giddy  to 
fave  themfelves.  It  cannot,  furely,  be  a dif- 
ficult or  doubtful  queftion,  whether  we  fhould 
fold  our  arms,  and  look  on  upon  this  danger, 
and  the  certain  ruin  in  which  it  ends,  or  fol- 
low that  fecure  and  already  trodden  path  which  ' 
has  already  conduded  two  other  countries, 
now  identified  with  England,  I mean  Wales 
and  Scotland,  to  more  than  fafety.  Wc 
have  furely  le-arnt  from  both  thofe  examples, 
that  the  meafure  adopted  by  them,  not  only 
offords  a perfcd  remedy  againft  the  evils  with 
which'  w^e  are  now  contending,  but  poflefles 
precifely  the  oppofite  property  from  that 
which  is  the  charader  of  our  prefent  imper- 
fed,  ill-conftruded  connexion;  namely,  that 
of  tending  to  a conftant  and  certain  improve- 
ment andperfedion,  infteadof  diminution  and 
G deterioration 
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deterioration  of  union  and  all  it^  beneficial 
fruits. 

Having  hitherto  treated  the  queftion  fome- 
v/hat  fpeculatively,  I would  now  fpeak  more 
particularly  to  the  pradical  inducements  which 
fhould  recommend  this  meafure  to  both  coun- 
tries ; and,  frft,  to  Great  Britain. 

The  advantages  to  be  derived  to  Great  Bri- 
tain from  an  incorporating  union  with  Ireland 
may  be  divided  into  pofitive  and  negative. 

By  pofitive,  I mean  an  accefiion  of  real  and 
efficient  force  to  our  prefent  Empire,  as  a navel 
and  military  povrer;  for  were  all  caufe  of  diffe- 
rence bettveen  the  countries  extinguifhed,  and 
w’ere  the  affedions  of  the  whole  of  Ireland  as 
fincerely  direded  towards  the  general  fervice  of 
the  Empire,  and  its  force  as  difpofable  for  that 
purpofe,  as  may  be  faid  of  every  part  of  Great 
Britain,  it  cannot  be  dotibted  that  the  power 
and  refources  of  that  Empire  would  receive  an 
effential  augmentation  and  improvement.  But 
I would  rather  pafs  on  to  that  clafs  of  advan- 
tage which  I have  called  negative,  and  which 
appears  to  me  the  moft  material  of  the  two* 

By 
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By  the  negative  advantage  of  union,  I mean 
that  of  avoiding,  in  moments  of  w^ar  and  diffi- 
culty, thofe  embarraflments  which  have  never 
failed  to  diftrad  and  annoy  us  as  often,  at 
leaft  of  late  years,  as  w ar  and  difficulty  have 
occurred,  and  which  render  Ireland,  at  this 
moment,  inftead  of  a refource,  only  a dead 
weight  hung  round  the  neck  of  .Britilh  exer- 
tion, at  a time  wffien  the  full  energy  of  both 
might  be  w^ell  employed  againft  the  common 
enemy.  The  cafe  isTuch,  that  \ye  have  not 
only  to  contend  wnth  this  difficulty  in  our 
f conteft  wdth  France,  but  it  muft,  I think,  be 
an  improvident  and  fanguine  view  of  our  owm 
affairs,  and  of  the  general  events  in  Europe,  to 
confider  even  the  prefervation  of  Ireland,  I 
mean  her  prefervation  to  the  paternal  govern*’ 
meat  of  his  Majcfty,  and  the  continuance  of 
any  connexion  betw* een  us,  as  a matter  wffiich 
is  not  become,  in  fome  degree  or  other,  pro- 
'blematical  and  precarious.  I w'ould  by  no 
means  be  underflood  to  fpeak  defpondently  on 
that  fubjed  ; I am  far  from  feeling  fo.  I 
fpeak  only  of  danger  and  doubt,  as  exciting  a 
prudent  exertion  to  counterad  them,  not  of  a 
mean  or  unprofitable  fear.  No  man  in  Eng- 
land can  repofe  a more  entire  confidence  in 
G 2 the 


the  vigilance,  the  fkill  and  the  divine  valour 
of  the  Britifh  navy  than  myfelf.  I profefs  an 
equal  reliance  on  the  courage  and  difcipline 
of  Britifh  troops,  endowed  as  I have  -always 
thought  them  with  higher  excellence  than 
thofe  of  any  other  nation  in  the  world.  I 
have  a firm  confidence  alfo  in  the  fpirit  and 
bravery  of  the  Irifh  nation,  and  in  the  honour 
and  fidelity  of  that  part  of  it  which  profelTes 
attachment  to  our  empire,  and  to  our  mutual 
connexion  j but  with  all  thefe  grounds  of 
rational  hope  and  expedation,  there  are  two 
points  in  which  I cannot  feel  the  fame  im- 
plicit confidence,  on  each  of  which,  however, 
our  ultimate  ^curity,  and  the  iffue  of  this 
conteft  muft  depend.  I cannot  rely  confi- 
dently on  the  conftancy  of  fortune  in  war ; 
nor  on  the  fteadinefs  and  uniformity  of  any 
national  fentiment  whatever.  I do  not  knov^ 
why  there  is  a rebellion  in  Ireland  at  all. 
I have  never  heard  any  adequate  caufe'af- 
figned  for  it.  Such  pretences  as  have  been 
reforted  to  for  juftifying  it,  have  either  been 
pofterior  to  the  events  of  which  they  are  al- 
ledged  to  have  been  the  caufes  j or  utterly 
irreconcileable  with  the  avowed  objeds  of  the 
rebellion.  Who  for  example  will  believe  thofe 

men 
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men  fmcere  Vv^ho  would  afcribe  their  infurrec- 
tion  to  the  religious  differences  between  two 
feds  of  chriftians,  while  they  propofe  to  re- 
drefs  that  grievance,  by  a remedy,  the  fuccefs 
c^f  which  muft  eradicate  from  their  country, 
or  fubjed  to  a furious  and  fanatic  perfecution, 
the  profeffion  of  chriftianity  itfelf  ? I have 
never,  I fay,  heard  any  diftind  grievance  arti- 
culated, which  would  not  be  enhanced  a 
thoufarid  fold,  by  the  moft  perfed.  fuccefs 
•that  can  be  propofed  in  the  acknowledged  ob- 
jeds  of  this  abfurd  rebellion.  Not  knowing 
then  the  principle  of  the  prefent  troubles  in 
Ireland,  I have  no  rule  for  meafuring  their  ex- 
tent, or  for  limiting  their  progrefs,  and  I can- 
not fay  with  confidence,  whether  any  part  of 
the  Irifh  nation,  or  at  leaft  the  greater  and 
predominant  part,  will  at  fome  future  period 
even  profefs  adherence  to  Britifh  connexion; 

• neither  am  I endowed  with  the  means  of  pre- 
diding  pofitively  the  event  of  another  enter- 
prize  againft  Ireland,  if  the  enemy  fhould  at- 
tempt it  in  more  favourable  circumftances. 
I repeat  it,  my  Lords,  I do  not  defpond  on 
this  view  of  the  danger;  I fay  on  the  contrary 
that  the  proper  means  are  fure  to  repel  it.  I 
fpeak  only  of  the  danger  as  of  a motive  for 

exerting 
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exerting  both  wifdom  and  courage  in  oppofirig 
it.  In  that  view  I am  conftrained  to  acknow- 
ledge doubt,  and  doubt  on  fuch  a queftion 
c.annot  be  divefted  of  anxiety,  nor  feparated 
from  a duty  to  aim  at  the  attainment  of  better 
fecurity  for  objeds  of  fuch  unappreciable  value. 
I do  not  fay  Ireland  muft  be  loft  if  we  have 
not  a Union,  but  I cannot  fay  lefs  than  this, 
that  we  have  no  fecurity  for  the  prefervation 
of  Ireland,  if  we  do  not  draw  the  bonds  of 
our  connexion  much  clofer,  and  that  with- 
out delay.  With  fuch  apprehenfions'it  can- 
not be  unfeafonable  to  contemplate  a little 
more  clofely,  the  confequences  of  a total  fe- 
paration  from  Ireland,  and  of  the  neceffary 
attendant,  at  leaft,  in  the  prefent  moment,  on 
fuch  a rupture,  I mean  her  immediate  al- 
liance with  the  French  Republic.  Moment- 
ous as  thefe  confequences  are,  I fliall  pafs 
rapidly  over  them,  becaufe-thcy  are  too  obvi- 
ous, and  their  importance  too  fenfible,  to  re- 
quire, or,  perhaps,  ^dmit  of  amplification. 

An  Iriih  democratic  republic,  or  rather  anar- 
chy, muft  be  the  firft  and  inftant  confequence 
of  our  feparation.  Let  any  man,  then,  attached 
to  the  BritiftiConftitution^  let  any  one  who  is 

fond 
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fond  of  order  and  fecurity  in  fociety,  or  even 
afraid  of  the  extremes  of  diforder  j let  any  one 
who  would  flirink  from  univerfal  plunder,  con-  ~ 
fifeation  and  murder,  with  all  the  namelefs 
miferies,  wretchednefs  and  guilt,  w^hich  are 
, but  the  particulars  of  that  aggregate  called 
anarchy  ; let  any  man,  I fay,  who  has  either 
the  llighteft  concern  for  the  human  race  and 
its  happinefs,  a fpark  of  love  for  his  country,  or 
even  a common  and  vulgar  folicitude  for  his 
own  or  his  childrens’  fecurity,  relied  for  a mo- 
ment on  the  triumphant  eftablifhment  of  a 
democratic  anarchy  in  Ireland.  It  is  not 
enough  to  fay  Proximus  ardet  it  is  part  of 
our  own  tenement  which  is  in  flames,  and  we 
come  in  abfolute  contad  with  this  peftilent 
contagion.  Let  us,  I fay,  conlider  foberly,  if 
you  pleafe,  but  deeply  and  ferioufly,  how 
much  this  danger  would  be  increafed  by  fuch 
an  event,  and  w^hat  the  nature  of  the  danger  is. 

I wrill  not  infill  on  this  topic;  it  might  lead 
me  too  far?  But  I lhall  pafs  to  coufequences 
of  another  fort. 

Let  us'eonfider,  for  example,  whatw^ouldbq 
thefituationof  the  weftern  coalls  of  this  illand, 
from  the  LandVend  to  tfec  Hebrides.  Let  us 
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aflc  Cornwall,  Devonfhire,  Briftol,  Wales,  Li- 
verpool, Lancafhire,  Glafgow;  let  us  alk  thofe- 
whofe  houfes  now  ftand  on  the  margin  of  the- 
Irifh  Channel,  whofe  lawns  and  gardens  are 
wafhed  by  that  fea,  which  now  feparates  them 
only  from  friends ; let  us  aik  thofe  manufadlur- 
ing  coafts  and  counties,  and  thofe  great  trading 
cities  which  I have  enumerated,  and  which 
now  draw  wealth  and  profit,  without  danger, 
from  that  channel,  what  their  condition  and 
that  of  their  country  will  be,  when  they  ftand 
wdthin  hail  of  a powerful  and  favage  enemy, 
which  the  darknefs  of  a fingle  night  can  bring 
to  their  chamber  doors.  At  prefent  the  Bri- 
tifh  commerce  and  the  Britifh  navy  pafs  freely 
through  this  channel,  w ith  friendly  ports  and 
coafts  on  either  lide,  as  if  it  w^ere  an  inland  na- 
vigation-, while  the  fhips  of  the  enemy  can- 
not approach,  nor  entangle  themfelves  either 
for  w^ar  or  trade,  wdth  this  maritime  pafs.  But 
after  fuch  a change,  when  Ireland  is  hoftile, 
and  in  the  hands  of  an  enemy,  let  thofe  who 
dired:  our  naval  afiairs,  and  who,  I wdll  take 
this  opportunity  of  faying  it,  do  fo  wdth  fo 
much  honour  to  themfelves,- and  fo  much  folid 
advantage,  as  W'ell  as  glory,  to  their  country; 

let 


let  thofe  who  are  belt  acquainted  with  ouf 
maritime  lituation,  declare,  what  new  exertioa- 
of  vigilance  wall  be  required,  what  additional 
number  of  fiiips  and  of  feamen  muft  be  re^ 
tained  from  offenfive  war,  and  muft  abandon 
the  ocean,  to  protedt  the  coafts  of  Great  Bri- 
tain againft  thofe  of  Ireland,  and  to  watch  the 
ports  of  the  latter  country  in  its  w^holecircum-^ 
ference.  Let  us  rcftedt  on  the  advantage  loft 
to  the  Britilli  navy  and  its  operations,  by  ex- 
clufion  from  Cork,  and  from  the  fouthern  and 
weftern  harbours  of  Ireland;  let  that  difad  van- 
tage be  only  doubled  by  adding  our  lofs  to  the 
gain  of  the  enemy,  when  they  have  all  the 
ports  and  bays  of  Ireland  at  their  difpofal  or  in 
their  occupation.  How  many  fquadrons  more 
muft  we  employ  to  tend  at  once  the  arma- 
ments of  Breft  and  L’Orient,  and  thofe  of  Ire- 
land. What  will  be  the  fituation  of  ourchan- 
nel  and  our  weftern  trade,  when  enemies’ 
cruizers  iflue  from  and  fhelter  in  France  to  the 
fouthward,  and  Ireland  to  the  northward,  and 
far  to  the  weftward  of  the  entrance  of  cur 
channel.  The  Vidualling  Board  will  tell  us 
how  the  navy  will  be  fupplied,  when  Cork  is 
ftiut  againft  us,  and  viduals  only  the  Breft 
fquadrons.  When  the  ports  of  Ireland  are  all 
H Fiench, 


Fr’ench,  will  it  be  equally  impolTible  to  tranf- 
port  troops  from  France,  as  when  thofe  troops 
were  to  fight  their  way  on  fhore,  and  the 
fhips,  wdiich  tranfported  and  convoyed  them 
Tvere  to  fight  their  way  back  to  France?  When 
a French  and  Irilh  army,  receiving  their  or- 
ders from  the  French  Diredtory,  are  at  Bel- 
faft,  and  ready  to  embark  wdthin  three  hours 
fail  of  the  Britifh  coaft,  will  invafion  'be  as 
chirnerical  and  vifionary  as  it  now  is  from 
France  to  the  fouthern  counties  of  England  ? 
Will  in  fine  internal  difcontent,  or  fpeculative 
error,  or  the  fecret  machinations  of  French 
corruption  and  Englifh  treafon,  or  will  popu- 
lar hope  in  the  firft  fweets  of  diforder  and 
anarchy  have  lefs,  or  wdll  they  not  have  much 
more  heart  and  confidence,  w^hen  with  the  ex- 
ample of  a fuccefsful  rebellion,  they  have  alfo 
the  fupport  of  neighbouring  armies  to  encou- 
rage them  ? 

Thefe  are,  fome,  far  from  all,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  enumerate  thus  fuddenly  all  the 
confequences  of  Irilh  feparation  from  Great 
Britain,  and  connexion  with  France,  as,  it 
would  afledl  ourfelves.  I am  far  from  faying,  I 
wdll  never  admit  th^t  even  thefe  accumulated 
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difficulties,  would  prove  too  many  tox  the 
hitherto  unmatched  powders  of  Britiffi  energy 
or  wdfdom.  But  I fay  the  change  w^ould  be 
great,  the  danger  as  yet  untried,  and  the  iffue 
more  doubiful  than  our  prudence  as  Englifh- 
men,  and  much  more,  our  duty  as  entrufted 
with  the  interefts  of  our  country,  fhould  per- 
mit us  to  expofe  it  to,  if  the  trial  can  be 
averted  by  any  honourable  means.  It  appears 
to  me  the  greateft  peril  to  which  the  Britiffi 
Empire,  whether  w’e  confider  its  powder  and 
greatnefs  without^  or  its  fecurity,  freedom, 
and  independence  within,  ever  was  or  can  be 
expofed.  On  the  queftion,  therefore,  as  it  re- 
gards Great  Britain,  I have  no  hefitation  in 
affenting  to  the  rrreafure,  and  concurring  in 
this  addrefs. 

This  confideration  might,  perhaps,  • b.e 
thought  in  ftridnefs  fuffipient  for  the  atten- 
tion of  this  Parliament,  fince  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland  is  no  doubt  competent  to  deliberate 
and  decide  on  all  that  regards  the  interefl;  of 
Ireland  in  this  queftion.  No  man  is  lefs  dif- 
pcfed  than  I am,  to  controvert  the  concurrent 
competence  of  the  Irifli  Parliament  to  deli- 
berate, and  its  exclufive  competence  to  decide 
H 2 . the 
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the  qucflion  as  it  regards  Ireland.  I muft, 
neverthelefs,  think  the  intereft  of  Ireland  in 
this  meafure,'  a very  material  point  in  the  deli- 
beration of  the  Britifh  Parjiament  alfo.  For 
although  an  entire  union  with  that  country 
stppears  to  be  defirable  on  a feparate  view  of 
Britifh  intereft-,  yet  it  would,  in  my  opinion, 
ceafe  to  befo,  if  it  were  not  advantageous  to 
Ireland  alfo.  The  benefit  muft  be  mutual  in 
this  mutual  tranfadion,  in  order  to  be  enjoyed 
by  either.  The  evils  attending  reparation 
would  not  be  removed,  but  on  the  contrary 
would  in  my  judgment,  be  much  enhanced, 
by  any  meafure  which  fhould  unite  us  at  the 
expence,  or  to  the  eflential  prejudice  of  either. 
If  fincere  and  cordial  harmony  is  not  the  fruit 
of  union;  if  identity  im  conftitution  is  not 
founded  on  identity  of  intereft,  an,d  is  not  fol- 
lowed by  identity  of  fentiment  and  feeling  to- 
wards the  united  empire,  fuch  an  union  wdll 
not  cure  the  evils  of  imperfect  relation,  or  even 
reparation,  but  may  bring  fomeof  them  nearer 
and  more  home  to  both;  and  will  produce  but 
few  of  thofe  advantages  which  I confider  as 
the  true  inducements  to  that  meafure.  I 
claim  it,  therefore,  as  an  Englifh  queftion,  to 
enquire  whether  Union  with  Great  Britain 
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will  be  beneficial  19  Ireland ; and  I fnould  pro^ 
pofe  to  purfue  that  enquiry  not  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  inftruding  Ireland  in  her  own  intercfts 
or  duties,  but  for  that  of  informing  ourfelves 
of  the  intereft  of  our  own  country  in  this  mea- 
fure,  and  refting  the  judgment  of  the  Britifh 
Parliament,  if  it  fhould  be  favourable  to  it,  on 
the  only  folid  and  fecure  bafis,  of  mutual  and 
reciprocal  advantage. 

I am,  therefore,  to  confider  the  confe- 
quences  which  would  refult  to  Ireland,  from 
that  fituation  of  which  I have  already  de- 
fcribed  fome  of  the  confequences  to  England ; 
I mean  a total  feparation  from  Great  Britain, 
and  alliance  with  the  French  Republic.  I 
have  already  affumed  as  the  firfi:  fruit  of  this 
event,  or  probably  as  either  preceding  or  ac-t 
companying  it,  the  abolition,  in  all  its  parts, 
of  the  prefent  conftitution  of  Ireland,  the 
zealous  attachment  to  which  is  oppofed  to  all 
the  advantages  of  Union,  and  the  eftablifh- 
ment  on  its  ruins,  of  an  Irifh  Republic  on  the 
French  model.  This  change  and  all  the  com- 
plicated calamity  it  bears  i?i grejni'o^  I confider 
as  more  fatal  than  all  the  reft  to  the  happinefs 
of  Ireland  j but  I wijl  rather  poftpone  its  con- 
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lideration  for  a moment,  and  advert  to  the 
other  lefs  important,  indeed,  but  yet  ferious 
effects  of  fuch  a revolution.  It  implies  then,  in 
the  firft  place,  a ftate  of  open  hoftility  to 
England  j and  this  warfare  muft  in  all  proba- 
bility partake  of  the  nature  of  civil  war.  For 
it  cannot  be  imagined,  that  Ireland  fliould  be 
unanimous  in  furrendering  a free  Government 
and  embracing  French  chains;  nor  in  prefer- 
ring that  abhord  compound  of  guilt  and 
madnefs,  of  infamy  and  ruin,  to  the  bleffings 
of  religion,  law,  honour,  fecurity,  and  genuine 
freedom ; nor  is  it  imaginable  that  Ireland  will 
be  unanimous  in  rejecting  Britifh  connexion 
for  the  purpofe  of  fraternizing  with  France. 
The  event  which  I have  fuppofed,  I have  fup- 
pofed  to  be  the  ilTue  of  war,  in  which  one 
party  in  Ireland,  now  the  ftrongeft,  and  I truft 
the  moft  numerous,  has  been  fubdued.  But 
fubmilhon  to  force  does  no't  change  the  mind; 
and  were  fuch  a calamity  to  befall  Ireland, 
the  new  Irifh  Diredory  will  find  that  the 
armies  of  England,  v/hen  employed  in  the 
refeue  of  Ireland  from  that  flavery,  will  be 
feconded  by  a great  and  powerful  portion  of 
their  fubjeds.  Ireland  then  is  doomed  in  this 
event,  to  foreign. and  internal  war,  with  all  its 
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complicated  miferies,  of  which  the  bitternefs 
is  indeed,  yet  on  the  palate  ot  that  unhappy 
country.  I have  already  fpoken  of  the  difad- 
vantages  to  which  even  England  W'Ould  be 
fubjedted  from  the  hoftility  of  Ireland.  It  is 
manifeft  that  the  country  which  is  the  leaft 
powerful  on  Ihore,  and  is  null  at  fea,  muft  la- 
bour under  the  fame  difadvantage  multiplied 
in  an  infinite  degree.  A French  army  in 
Ireland  is  the  natural  confequence  of  this  ftate 
of  things : if  that  army  is  weak,  it  cannot  pro- 
te£t  them  ; if  it  is  ftiDng  and  adequate  to  the 
objedls  of  France  in  fending  it,  as  affuredly  it 
will  be.  Ireland  becomes  a miferable  province 
of  France.  But  Ireland  as  a feparate  ftate, 
muft  alone  provide  for  all  the  imperial  efta- 
blifiiments  to  which  fhe  now  contributes  but 
a part.  Ireland  muft  have  an  army  all  her 
own,  and  fhe  will  find  fhe  muft  fubfidize  her 
allied  army,  not  by  treaty  only,  but  by  requifi- 
tion  and  contribution,  and  every  other  form  of 
exaction  and  extortion,  limited  by  the  modefty 
of  the  French  Diredors,  their  Generals,  and 
all  their  fubordinate  officers  of  plunder.  They 
muft  have  fortified  towns,  and  all  the  efta- 
bliffiments  of  that  coftly  branch  of  defence.. 
They  muft  have  a navy,  build  fhips,  maintain 
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arfcnals  and  dock-yards,  fupply  their  navy 
with  ftores  and  provifions,  and  they  mufi:  man 
and  pay  their  fleets,  all  from  their  own  funds 
and  refources.  Have  the  oeconomifts  of  Ire- 
land computed  the  price  of  thefe  imperial 
honours,  if  indeed,  they  can  be  borne  at  all? 
But  let  them  confider,  whether  the  infulated 
trade  and  w’ealth  of  Ireland  will  furnifli  either 
men  or  money  for  fuch  demands,  even  after 
the  people  fhould  have  fo  far  belied  all  the 
experience  v/hich  the  world  has  had  of  them, 
by  fubmitting  with  perfed  obedience  to  the 
utmofl  exadions  that  can  be  laid  upon  them. 

It  would  after  all  be  worthy  of  a moment’s  re- 
flexion, v/hether  if  Ireland  fliould  not  fudden- 
ly  accomplifh  that  which  France,  Spain,  and 
Holland,  feconded  by  an  armed  neutrality  of 
the  maritime  powers  of  the  North;  that  is  to 
fay,  what  the  whole  naval  world  have  tried 
in  vain,  I mean  fhould  not  fuddenly  acquire  a 
fuperiority  at  fea  over  Great  Britain,  whether 
her  commerce  and  every  hope  which  her  in- 
fular  fituation  could  fuggeft  or  realize,  muft 
not  be  held  by  fufferance,  and  at  the  mercy 
of  that  powerful  and  offended  neighbour,  to 
whom  nature  had  allied  her,  but  wkofe  gene- 
rous offer  of  an  equal  and  honourable  partici-  ^ 
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pation  in  power,  profperity  and  happinefs  (he 
had  rejected  vrlth  infalt,  as  if  it  had  been  an 
injui-y.  Ireland  will,  no  doubt,  not  expeft 
afterherfeparationfromEngland,  and  alliance 
with  our  enemies,  to  partake  freely  in  our  Eaft 
India  or  our  colonial  trade;  nor  will  fhe  ex- 
.peft  of  England  in  thofe  circumftances,  the 
great  and  liberal  facrifices  w^hich  fhe  now 
makes  to  the  fupport  and  promotion  of  Irifh 
induftry,  with  the  amount  and  particulars  of 
which  a noble  Lord  has  juft  made  us  ac- 
quainted ; facrifices  which,  however  liberal  in 
their  extent,  and  however  beneficial  to  Ireland 
in  their  effect,  I conftder  only  as  a natural  in- 
dulgence of  fraternal  affection,  as  well  as  a 
wife  exertion  of  imperial  policy,  while  we  are 
united;  but  which  muft  of  neceflity  expire 
with  our  connexion.  Will  the  trade  of  France, 
or  the  fhare  of  it  to  v/hich  they  would  be  ad- 
mitted, and  the  conditions  of  its  tenure,  com- 
penfate  this  lofs?  Will  reftraints  and  prohibi- 
tions on  the  commercial  intercourfe  between 
England  and  Ireland  be  no  lofs  to  the  latter 
country?  The  papers  on  your  Lordfhips’ 
table  v/ill  inftruct  us  on  that  point. 
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The  confiderations  which  I have  already 
enurnerated  are  “of  no  lighter  trivial  import'; 
but  I muft  now  fet  before  the  eyes  of  Irifh 
gentlemen,  one"'  infeparable  confequence  of 
fuch  a revolution,  and  one  of  which  they  are  no 
doubt  aware.  I mean  the  expulfion  and  con- 
fifeation,  not  to  fay  the  blood  of  thofe  who 
now  fupport  their  antient  connexion  with 
England  ; and  whom,  the  cafe  I have  ftated 
fuppofes  to  have  been  defeated.  But  will  con- 
fifeation  and  murder  go  no  deeper  even  than 
this?  In  the  lavage  triumph  of  democratical 
anarchy,  will  not  every  friend  to  the  eftablilh- 
ed  conftitution  of  Ireland,  to  the  authority  of 
law,  or  ei^en  to  the  "moral  reftraints  of  virtue 
and  religion,  will  not  every  one  who  is  guilty 
of  that  unpardonable  irremilfible  crime,  the 
polfeflion  ofproperty,  real  or  perfonal, great  or 
fmall,  wdll  not  inawmrdallthofewhofe  fitua- 
tion  feems  to  offer  either  a lure,  or  a curb  to 
violence,  be  involved  in  that  undiftinguifliing 
maffacre  and  pillage  which  fweeps  the  v/ay 
before  and  bears  up  the  train  of  fuch  revolu- 
tions ? I mud:  indeed  put  it,  my  Lords,  feri- 
oufly  and  earneiVly,  not  as  a topic  of  declama- 
tion, or  f alfe  and  artificial  feeling,  but  as  fur- 
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nlfhing  the  foundeft  argument,  and  exciting 
the  warmeft  folicitude,  to  the  property,  and  I 
may  fay  to  the  induflry,  and  to  the  virtue  of 
Ireland,  without  diftiri6tion  of  degree,  or  of 
religious  perfuaiion,  v^hat  would  be  the  con- 
fequence  of  a complete  viftory  obtained  by 
France  in  Ireland,  what  would  be  the  inevita- 
ble confequence  of  delivering  Ireland,  with  all 
her  political,  religious  and  civH  interefts,  over 
tothedifcretionofthatdefcriptionofirifhmen 
who  would  then  become  their  mafters,  and  of 
thatdefcription  of  anarchy  which  muft  follow 
fucheventsasihavedefcribed— I choofe  rather 
to  hint  at  than  to  dwell  on  fuch  topics.  They 
are  indeed  fitter  for  the  private  meditation  of 
thofe  who  are  concerned  in  them,  than  for  a 
public  difcuflion  or  rhetorical  amplification. 
I am  content  with  having  ftated  flhortly  and 
difpaffionately  the  nature  and  degree  of  fome 
of  thofe  dangers  which  may  induce  England 
to  confent  to  Union,  but  which  feem  to 
command  Ireland,  with  the  authority  of 
urgent  and  inftant  neceffity,  to  feek  without 
delay,  the  refuge  which  this  mcafure  pre- 
fents  to  her. 
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It  is  impoiTible  to  overlook  fome  circum- 
fiances  in  the  Internal  and  political  condition 
of  Ireland,  which  bear  as  powerfully  on  the 
queftion  of  Union,  and  feern  to  recommend 
that  meafure  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  as 
flrongly  for  thepurpofes  of  equal  government, 
and  of  civil  and  municipal  happinei's,  as^  on 
any  other  grounds  whatever.  Ireland  is  a di- 
vided country,  but  unequally  divided  as  to 
property  and  numbers;  the  leavl;  numerous 
daft  poffeffing  the  property  and  .the  power; 
but  the  moft  numerous  entertaining,  and  in- 
deed  cherifhing  fondly,  and  tenaci  oufly,  claims 
on  both,  I mean  both  on  the  property  and  the 
power.  I need  not  detain  your  Lordfliips  by 
deferibing  the  extent  or  the  violence  of  thofe 
paflions  which  inflame  and  exafperate  both 
parts  of  the  Irifli  nation  againfi  each  other. 
Every  one  knows  the  firm  and  immoveable 
bafis  on  which- their  mutual  hatred  frauds,  the 
irreconcileable  nature  of  its  motives,  its  bit- 
ter, malignant,  and  implacable  charader.  In 
this  framie  and  temper  of  mind,  however,  to- 
wards each  other,  one  of  thefe  portions  of 
Ireland  claims  and  cxercifes  what  is  fdt  by 
both,  to  be  a fpecies  of  dominion  over  the 
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other.  I beliex’e  it  is  hnrdly  too  much  to  fay, 
that  there  are  two  nations  in  Ireland ; two 
Irifli  peoples;  the  one  fovereign,  the  other 
fobject.  The  fovereign  clafs,  or  caft  of  Irifh- 
inen,  claim  their  fovcreignty  as  of  right,  and 
ground  it  on  an  old  title  ofconqueft.  Confirmed, 
as  they  contend,  by  poflefiion,  acquiefcence, 
and  prefer! ption.  They  claim  alfo  the  federal 
fupport  of  Great  Britain  in  maintaining  this 
dominion,  on  the  folemn  grounds  of  fidelity 
to  implied  compact,  compcnfatlon  for  facri- 
fices,  and  rew^ard  for  fervices.  They  fliew  a 
clofe  alliance  and  identity  of  views  between 
themfelves  and  the  Englifii  intereft  in  Ireland 
in  ail  times,  and  they  rely  as  ftrongly  on  re- 
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cent,  and  even  on  prefent  exertions  in  a com- 
mon caufe,  as  on  the  uniform  tenour  of  their 
ancient  fervices.  In  -a  word,  they  call  at  once 
upon  our  honour  and  cur  gratitude,  and  they 
fupport  that  appeal  by  a flream  and  feries  of 
fadts  which  we  cannot  controvert.  I muft 
confefs  that  I have  always  felt  this  point  as 
confiituting  a true  and  proper  dilemma— on 
theK)nr  hand,  I cannot  admit  the  afcendancy 
of  one  part  ol  a nation,  over  another  part  of 
the  fame  nation,  to  the  extent  and  to  the 
purpole  claimed  in  Ireland/  as  capable  of 
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affiuning  any  charaftcr  deferving  the  denomi- 
nation of  right.  That  which  is  a wrong  on 
one  tide,  cannot,  intelligibly  to  me,  become  a 
right  in  the  other.  Wrong  is  not  a material 
out  of  which  it  appears  poiTible  to  conitru6l 
right ; and  I do  not  think  the  virtues  of  pof- 
fefficn,  prefer! ption,  or  anv  other  limitation 
^ of  time,  which  are  fuppofed  to  cure  the  vices 
of  a bad  title,  at  all  applicable  to  the  cafe  of 
perpetually  fubfifiing,  and,  as  it  were,  reno- 
x^ating  especially  fuch  as  affeft  the 

political  rights  o^^  great  numbers  of  men.  The 
operation  of  prefeription  in  confirming  titles, 
even  in  the  private  tranfadtions  of  property, 
is,  indeed,  different,  I believe,  from  the  com- 
mon notion  that  is  formed  of  it.  Prefeription 
does  not  cure  the  original  vice  of  a bad  title; 
but,  after  all  memory  of  the  good. title,  which 
had  been  fupplanted  by  the  ufurped  one,  has 
been  loff  ar^d  buried  under  the  oblivion  of 
time,  prefeription,  that  is  to  fay,  the  lapfe 
of  time  Vvfithin  which  legal  niemory  can  fur- 
vive,  determines  the  expiration  of  the  old  ti- 
tle and  gives  effedl,  not  to  the  bad  one  which 
firff  fuperfeded  it,  but  to  a new^^title  arifing 
out  of  poffeffion,  and  confumma.tcd  in  this 
mannerby  the  completion  ofpreferiptive  time. 
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Nothing  of  this  applie  - to  fubfifiing  and  con- 
tinuing wroues,  in  which  the  length  of  their 
duration,  and  the  frequenev  of  their  repeti- 
tion, inliead  of  diminifhing  the  injury,  muft 
be  felt  to  be  a grievous  af^gravation,  and  in- 
ftead  of  converting  wiong  into  right,  feems 
only  to  improve  and  fortify  the  title  of  thofe 
who  lufter,  to  fliake  off  the  injury  on  the  firft 
opportunity  thatefiers.  If  poflelliori  then  will 
not  connitute  this  lingular  right  which  is 
claimed  in  wrong,  as  between thepartiesthem- 
felves,  neither  can  it  be  improved  by  the  inte- 
refts,  the  engagements,  or  the  obligations  of  a 
third  party : and  I do  not  fee  ho'w  the  jW  ier~ 
//7,  as  it  may  be  called,'  of  England,  can  af- 
fe6f  the  relative  claims  of  thefe  two  Irifh  na- 
tions, or  of  thefe  two  parts  of  the  Irilh  nation. 
On  this  ground,  therefore,  and  merely  on  this 
general  and  abltrach  view  of  the  queftion,  I 
confefs  I might  have  thought  it  difficult  to 
affign  a fufficient  reafon  to  preclude  his  Ma- 
jefty  as  Sovereign  of  Ireland,  from  concurring 
with  his  Irifh  Parliament,  or  even  from  exert- 
ing, in  every  lawful  way,  his  legitimate  pow- 
ers in  promoting  fuch  meafures  as  might  be 
calculated  to  place  every  dais  of  his  Iriffi 
fubjeds  on  an  equal  footing,  as  to  civil 
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rights,  and  confolidate  thefe  two  hoftile  na- 
tions into  one  peaceable  and  united  family. — ^ 
But  in  truth  your  Lordfliips  know  that  no- 
thing can  be  lefs  rational,  nor  more  dangerous^ 
and  often  fatal  than  thefe  abifracl  views  of 
}:!ra61ical  quefiions,  affecting  the  interelts  of 
multitudes  and  of  nations.  In  the  blind  pur- 
fuit  of  abftracl  right,  wefhall  often  find  our- 
felves,  innocently  no  doubt,  if  our  intention  be 
cenfidered,  but  yet  too  effectually,  the  inftru- 
ments  of  great  practical  injuftice  and  oppref- 
fion.  1 believe  there  are  few  cafes  to  which 
this  cbfervation  applies  nYore  clofely,  than  to 
that  which  we  are  confidering. — That  part  of 
Ireland  which  we  would  wifh  to  redrefs,  claim 
not  only  political  equality  in  the  Government 
cf  their  country,  a clai.m  in  which  I confefs  I 
cannot  help  fympathlfing  with  them;  but 
they  are  known  to  entertain,  and  to  nourifli 
yet  more  fondly  and'anxioufiy,  though  perhap^ 
not  yet  fp  loudly  or  diftinfliy.  pronounced, 
cl:»iius  of  a very  different  nature.  We  cannot 
be  ignorant  that  the  firfi  apolication  of  thofe 
rights  with  which  \ve  fhculd  be  difpofed  to 
invcii  them,  is  likely  to  be  the  perpetration  of 
a great  wrong,  and  that  at  bottom,  that  wrong 
was,  perhaps,  the  true  and  eventual  object  of 
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their  adtual  demand^  and  would  be  the  pra£ti- 
cal  refult  of  its  attainment.  The  Catholics  of 
Ireland  riot  only  claim  a participation  in  the 
civil  franchifes  enjoyed  by  their  Proteftant 
countrymen  ; but  they  fofter  claims  on  the 
ProtehantSj  the  prefent  pofleffion  of 
which  they  treat  as  mere  ufurpation,  and  thefe 
claims  are  of  no  trifling  extent.  We  know 
the  afpiring  chara6fer  of  their  church,  or  if 
you  pleafe,  of  all  churches,  or  of  all  bodies  and 
defcriptions  of  men.  We  muft,  above  all,  re- 
collecl  what  is  perhaps  more  urgent  than  all 
the  reft,  that  the  Catholics,  befides  their  claims, 
civil  dr  religious,  havepaflions  to  gratify,  paf. 
fions  long  irritated,  longreftrained,  but  not  oh 
that  account  the  lefs  vehement,  or  dangerous. 

I have  heard  fuch  apprehenfions  treated  light- 
ly, as  the  produffions  either  of  imagination  or 
ignorance  ; and  I certainly  pretend  to' no  cre- 
dit on  fuch  points,  from  perfonal  knowledge 
or  inquiry.  I fhould  wifh  therefore  to  qua- 
lify any  thing  that  may  appear  rafh  or  per- 
emptory, in  what  I hazard  on  fuch  a fub- 
jedt,  by  avowing  that  degree  of  diffidence  in 
my  own  views,  which  may  be  thought  be- 
coming with  regard  to  fadfs,  which  though 
attefted,  I think,  fatisfadforily  by  others,  have 
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not  fallen  under  my  own  obfeVvation.  But 
with  this  qualiiicationj  Iconfefs  that  I find  it 
‘difficult  to  refifta  conclufion  to  which  the  ge- 
neral knowledge  we  may  all  poflTefs  of  the  hu- 
man charadler,  applied  to  fuch  fa61s  as  all 
admit,  leems  to  lead  us.  I muft  therefore 
profefs  a ftrong  impreffion,  that  if  to  the  phy- 
fical  force  already  poffefled  by  the  Catholic 
body,  and  which  confifts  in  fuperiority  of 
numbers,  were  added  by  any  fuch  revolution 
as  that  which  we  are  confidering,  the  advan- 
tages of  political  power,  and  the  weight  and 
influence  which  belong  to  the  authority  of 
Government  and  Legiflation,  fome  danger 
might  accrue  to  the  property,  the  eftablifh- 
ment,  and  even  the  perfonal  fecurity  of  the 
Troteflant  in  Ireland  ; and  with  this  appre- 
henfion  on  our  own  minds,  the  alarm  expreff- 
ed  by  thofe  who  are  fo  deeply  interefted  in 
the  confequences  of  fuch  meafures,'  feems 
entitled  to  our  ferious  and  earnell  atten^ 
*tion. 

I 

I am  not  more  clear,  therefore,  in  thinking 
the  Catholics  entitled  to  a fair  participation  in 
the  civil  and  political  franchifes  of  Irifhmen, 
than  I am  in  feeling,  that  theProteftants  ought 

to 


75 

to  be  protefted  and  defended  in  the  fecurityop 
their  property,  their  religion,  and  their  per. 
fons,  againft  every  violence  which  the  Catho- 
lics might  be  difpofed  to  attempt,  when  they 
have  paffed  from  their  prefent  ftate  of  fubjec. 
tion  to  that  of  authority  and  power.  The  di- 
lemma, thereforCj^  has  hitherto  confifted  in 
this.  TheProteftants  could  not  be  fupported 
in  that  afcendancy  which  feems  neceflary  even 
for  their  protecfion,  without  derogating  from 
what  may  appear  to  be  a natural  right  of  the 
Catholics.  The  Catholics  could  not  be  fup- 
ported in  their  claim  of  equality,  without 
transferring  to  them  that  afcendancy  which 
equality  of  rights  muft  draw  to  the  larger 
body,  and  which  from  that  moment  muft  ex- 
pofe  the  Proteftants  to  dangers  from  which 
they  ought  to  be  protected.  Such  feem  to  be 
the  praftical  difficulties  in  the  way  of  abftraft 
juftice,  while  the  Government  of  Ireland  cpn- 
tinues  merely  local.  An  Irifti  Parliament,  in 
which  the  afcendancy  is  either  Proteftant  or 
Catholic,  and  it  cannot  choofe,  but  lie  on  one 
fide  or  the  other,  may  be  expected  ftill,  I fear, 
to  gore  and  lacerate  their  country,  by  one 
or  other  of  the  horns  of  this  dilemma  ; and 
I fee  no  perfe6l  remedy  for  Irifh  divifion, 
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and  its  lamentable  confequenccs,  while  thefe 
two,  enraged  and  implacable  opponents  are 
flill  lliut  up  together^,  are  ftlllenclored  with- 
in- the  very  theatre,  on  the  very  arena  of 
their  ancient  and  furious  contention.  I do 
iincerely  think  that  this  divicfed  and  dou- 
ble condition  of  the  Irifh  people  requires 
fomething  of  an  imperial  aida^  a legiflature 
founded  on  a broader  and  more  liberal  bains, 
to  adminifter  impartial  laws  to  all,  and  to  re- 
concile fecurity  with  juftice.  While  one  of 
thefe  parties  muft  judge  the  other,  in  which 
ever  hand  the  fafces  may  be  placed,  I fearthere 
is  reaffin  to  expe6t  only  violence  in  the  fuit, 
and  if  not  injuftice,  at  leaft  flow  and  imper- 
fe61:  juftice  in  the  decree.  My  mind,  I con- 
fefs,  cannot  relift  the  conviction  arifing  out  of 
all  thefe  conliderations,  that  the  united  Parlia- 
ment of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  will  in  the 
peculiar  circumftances'of  Ireland,  confiitute  a 
better  legiflature,  and  a more  perfeft,  becaufe 
a more  impartial  Parliament,  for  all  Ireland, 
than  any  reprefentation  of  a minor  part  or 
feftion  of  Ireland,  in  a feparate,  local  Parlia- 
ment  ever  can.  I am  perfuaded  that  laws 
beneficial  to  the  mafs  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  promoting  its  general  profperity  andhap» 
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pmefs,  may  be  expe6ted  with  greater  confi- 
dence from  the  united  Parliament,  in  which 
local  partialities,  interefts,  and  paffions^  will 
not  divert  the  ftraight  and  equal  current  of 
legifiation,  than  in  an  Irilh  Parliament,  where 
thefe  ftumbling  blocks  mult  for  ever  bend  or 
impede  its  courfe.  In  the  united  Parliament 
right  may  be  done  unaccompanied  by  wrong. 
Irifh  Catholics  may  be  invefted  with  their 
political  capacities,  without  the  flighteft  dan- 
ger to  Proteftant  eftablifhment  or  property, 
Thefe,  on  the  contrary,  muft  acquire  a ten- 
fold and  hundredfold  fecurity  in  the  Protef- 
tant Parliament,  and  the  genuine  Proteftant 
afcendancy  of  the  united  kingdom— The  Pro- 
teftant church  and  property  may,  on  the  other 
hand,  be  fecured,  without  perpetuating  the 
prefent  humiliating  and  degrading  exclufion 
of  the  Catholic  part  of  the  Irifh  nation.  Such 
arefomeqf  the  particularities  in  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  Vv^hich  appear  to  me  to  add  in  her 
cafe,  many  powerful  inducements  to  thofe 
which  in  every  other' inftance  may  invite 
neighbouring  and  friendly  countries  to  a 
clofe  and  intimate  union  of  their  govern- 
ments. 
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I confels,  that  to  me  thefe  conGderations 
furnifh,  by  no  means  the  weakeft  recom- 
mendation of  this  meafure.  I look  with  pe- 
culiar fatisfadlion  towards  the  profpe6l  which 
it  feems  to  open,  I think  in  truth,  for  the  firft 
time  in  the  hiftory  of  Ireland,  of  doing  juflice 
to  onepart  of  that  nation  without  injury  to  the 
other,  and  of  providing  for  the  general  pro- 
fperity  and  happinefs,  without  bringing  cala- 
mity on*  any  particular  part.  For  I cannot 
coniider  the  admiffion  of  fellow  citizens  to  a 
participation  of  common  franchifes,  as  an  in- 
jury to  thofe  who  happen  already  to  poffefs 
them^ ; npr  the  lofs  or  even  deftitution  of  par- 
tial and  e^cluGve  dominion  over  fellow  fub- 
je61s,  as  any  wrong.  The  Protefiants  have  a 
facred  right  to  their  properties,  to  their  religion 
and  to  their  own  liberties;  but  the  liberties  of 
their  Catholic  brethren  are  no  part  of  that  pro- 
perty ; they  have  no  narrow  corporate  right, 
or  none  that  I canwifti  to  fupport  them  in,  in 
the  government  of  their  countrymen ; nor  can 
I fee  that  the  fubjecf  ion  of  the  Catholics  muft 
be  an  article  in  the  charter  of  Proteflant  li- 
berties. 
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If  the  Union,  therefore,  prefent  a hope  of 
meliorating  the  condition,  and  extinguifhing 
the  difcontents  of  a great  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland,  without  expofing  the  reft 
to  danger,  but  on  the  contrary,  adding  the 
moft  fubftantial  fecuritiestoalltheirlegitimate 
rights,  I muft  profefs  myfelf  on  that  account, 
and  perhaps,  I may  fay,  principally  on  that 
account,  a warm  friend  to  the  meafure  ; and 
I am  free  to  confefs  that  if  thefe  were  not 
to  be  the  confequences,  I fhould  expeft  very 
little  advantage  from  it.  I am  defirous, 
therefore,  of  declaring  for  myfelf,  that  I fhall 
think  the  Union  much  more  perfedl,  much 
better  adapted  to  all  its  beneficial  ends,  and  the 
benefits  to  be  expefted  from  it,  in  fuch  a cafe, 
I think  incalculable,  if  the  juft  claims  of  the 
Catholic  Irifh  are  provided  for  by  an  explicit 
article  of  the  treaty  itfelf.  After  having  thus 
declared  my  own  mind,  and  diftindlly  pro- 
nounced my  own  judgment  on  this  great  lead- 
ing point,  I think  it  right  to  add,  that  if  any 
political  peculiarities  of  the  prefent  time, 
fhould  render  it  impradlicable  to  engrofs  thefe 
wholcfome  provifionsin  the  written  treaty  it- 
felf, I would  rather  reftrain  my  wiflies  for  the 
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immediate  accomplifhment  of  this  defirable 
end,  than  expofe  this  great  tranfaftion  to 
heed  left  and  unprofitable  hazard,  by  iinfea- 
fonable  pertinacity  or  impatience*  And  I 
iiiould  ftili  look  with  confidence  to  a period 
when  the  objeft  I have  mentioned  will  refult 
as  a natural  confequence,  from  the  treaty,  and 
when  this  defirable  change  will  flow,  with 
many  other  blefiings,  from  theimpartiality^of 
the  imperial  and  united  legiflature— If  I- were 
worthy  then  of  offering  to  the  loyal  Catho- 
lies  of  Ireland  the  advice  of  an  individual, 
who  has  no  other  claim  to  their  attention, 
than  that  of  uniting  a fpirit  of  liberal  tolera- 
tion, and  a flrong  favour  towards  common 
right  as  oppofed  to  monopoly,  of  combining, 

I fay,  thefe  fentiments  with  fomething  of  a 
praflicable  difpofition  which  would  not  rejeft 
attainable  good  when  a more  perfect  accom- 
plifhment of  right  is  out  of  reach,  I would 
implore  their  prudent  acquiefcence  fin  a 
meafure  which  muft  ultimately  confolidate 
their  interefts  with  thofe  of  their  country  ; 
which  will  bring,  in  its  feafon,  relief  to  the 
Catholics  and  fecurity  to  the  Froteftants  of 
Ireland  ; which  will  improve  the  wealth,  the 
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profperity,  the  dignity,  the  manners,  and  the 
public  and  private  happinefs  of  their  country; 
and  which  conferring  thefe  bleffings  with  one 
hand,  will  avert  with  the  other,  the  certain 
ruin,  defolation  andflavery,  which  are  at  this 
moment  impending  over  their  native  land. 

I wifh  to  guard  againft  one  mifinterpreta- 
tion.  When  I prefer  the  United  Parliament 
to  that  of  Ireland,  as  at  prefent  conftituted,  I 
fhould  be  much  mifunderftood,  if  I were 
thought  to  profefs  a diftrud  of  the  wifdom 
and  juftice  of  the  Iriih  Parliament  in  general, 
or  to  impute  to  it  the  flighted  degree  of  in- 
competence to  the  general  objects  of  its  le- 
giflative  duties.  I profefs,  on  the  contrary, 
the  hi^heft  and  mod  unfeigned  refpeft,  both  * 
for  the  Iriih  Parliament  as  a body,  and  for 
many  of  its  members,  with  whom.  I have,  in- 
deed, little,  or  I might  nearly  fay,  no  per  Tonal 
acquaintance,  butwhofecharafters  and  talents, 
as  public  men,  I have  contemplated,  as  others 
do,  with  therefpedf  and  admiration  they  juft- 
ly  infpire.  What  I have  hazarded  on  this  fub- 
je6r,  the  delicacy  of  which  I am  not  infenfible 
to,  amounts  only  to  this;  that  in  one  great 
branch  and  member  of  Iriih  affairs,  the  pre- 
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fent  Irifh  Parliament  muft  be  confidered  as  a 
party,  and  in  thofe  concerns,  a major  part  of 
the  people  muft  now  receive  the  law  from  an 
adverle  and  rival  authority.  'Whereas,  in  the 
United  Parliament,  the  Irifh  members  will 
furnifh  all  the  local  information,  and  will 
poffefs  all  the  weight  and  influence,  which  the 
general  affairs  and  iiiterefts  of  that  country  re- 
quire; while  thofe  local  or  partial  feelings 
which  might  warp  the  judgment  of  the  beft 
intentioned  Irifhmen,  on  fome  fubje6ls,  might 
be  moderated,  and  temperated,  by  the  medi- 
ating  impartiality  of  the  imperial  Parliament. 

I would  now  confider  one  or  two  general 
obje6lions,  which  I have  obferved  to  be  moft 
prominent  in  the  oppofition  to  this  meafure, 
and  I ihall  begin  with  that  which  appears  to 
have  been  the  moft  operative  and  fuccefsful 
throughout  Ireland,  and  to  have  had  the  great- 
eft  fhareintherejeftionof  this  important  and 
falutary  propofal.  I mean  the  notion,  that  a 
Legiflative  Union,  however  beneficial  in  its 
efledt,  to  the  interefts  of  Ireland,  is,  how- 
ever, in  fome  way,  derogatory  to  the  honour, 
and  national  independance  of  that  country. 
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The  whole  of  this  topic  will  be  found  to  be 
an  appeal  from  reafon  to  feeling,  and,  indeed, 
from  a jul^  and  genuine  feeling  to  a blind  and 
inconfiderate  one.  It  is  intended,  like  moft 
of  the  objeftions  on  this  quel^tion,  to  preclude 
the  difcuffion  of  its  merits;  and  what  is  pe- 
culiar to  this  particular  objection,  it  is  not  only 
intehded  to  elude  the  merits  of  the  principal 
queftion,  but  feems  to  difclaim  the  difcuffion 
even  of  any  proper  and  fpecific  merits  of  its 
own.  It  is  ufed,  in  truth,  to  difqualify  thofe 
to  whom  it  is  prefented  for  all  deliberation 
whatever,  by  exciting  the  paffions,  and  inter- 
pofing  the  flame  and  dazzle  of  enthuflafm, 
between  the  eye  and  the  objedt  it  is  to  exa- 
mine. Thofe  who  employ  this  topic,  have  un- 
doubtedly a confidcrable  advantage  ; for,  in 
the  flrft  place,  many  more  are  fufceptihle  of 
ftrong  and  lively  feeling,  than  capable,  or  will- 
ing, to  form  an. enlightened  and  deliberate 
judgment  on  any  fubjedt  whatever.  In  the 
next  place,  the  feeling  applied  to,  is  in  itfelf 
by  no  means  unnatural,  and  fofar  from  being 
culpable,  or  a fuhjedl  of  reproach,  muft,  on 
the  contrary,  be  claffed  with  thofe  affeflions 
which  are  the  moft  beneficial  to  the  world, 
L % and 
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and  the  moft  honourable  to  thofe  who  poflefs 
them.  It  is,  in  a word,  a branch  or  mode  of 
patriotifm,  that  virtue  which  embraces  the 
^^hole  range  of  our  public  duties,  and  which 
is  aaobjedt'of  too  much  refpedt  and  venera- 
tion, when  genuine  and  well  diredled,  not  to 
challange  feme  indulgence  even  in  its  errors 
and  delufions.  I cannot,  however,  help  fuf- 
pe6ting,  that  thofe  who  avoid  difeuffion,  are 
not  very  firm  or  confident  on  the  merits;  and 
that  paflion  is  feldom  exclufively  applied  to, 
when  reafon  is  on  the  fame  fide.  Enthufiafm 
is,  indeed,  in  general,  to  be  accounted  but  an 
unfafe  and  unfaithful  guide.  The  guide  is 
himfelf  blind,  and  I know  not  how  to  fearch 
for  truth  with  better  hope  of  fuccefs,  than  by 
the  light  of  fuch  reafon  as  Providence  may 
have  bellowed  upon  us-  I fbould  propofe, 
^therefore,  to  follow  that  courfe,  and  to 
confider  difpalTionateiy,  even  this  paffion.  I 
would  fairly  and  deliberately  enquire,  whether 
a fincere  regard  for  the  national  dignity  of 
Ireland,  does,  indeed,  oppofe  any  folid  ob- 
jedtion  to  a Legiflatli^e  Union  with  Great 
Britain. 
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I (hall  wafte  but  little  of  your  Lorclfnlps’ 
time,  in  analyzing  the  nature  and  foundation 
of  thofe  local  afiedlions  towards  particular 
fpots,  which  feem  to  circumfcribe  the  gene- 
ral benevolence  of  mankind  within  the  rivers 
or  feas,  or  mountains,  which  encompafs  that 
which  we  call  our  country.  Perhaps  that  ex- 
panlive  love  of  our  fellow  creatures,  which 
has  obtained  the  general  name  of  philanthro- 
py, may  have  been  comprefied  into  narrower 
bounds,  in  order  to  augment  its  energy  in  the 
proper  fcene  of  its  exertion;  perhaps  this  large 
and  diffufe  motive  may  have  been  drawn 
home  as  it  were,  and  retrenched  within  limits 
more  commenfurate  with  the  fizeand  fphere 
of  human  aftion.  But  no  matter  how  or  why, 
the  love  of  our  country  certainly  exifts;  it  is 
the  noblefl:  afleftion  of  the  human  breaft;  and 
I have  no  doubt  is  of  divine  origin — I am  to 
acknowledge  that  Ireland,  both  by  its  dimen- 
lions,  its  local  pdfition,  and  every  other  cir- 
cumftance  attending  it,  offers  a fit  objeff  for 
that  paffion,  the  ardour  of  which  may  well 
be  improved  into  enthufiafm  and  zeal,  by  the 
many  natural  charms  which,  I underhand, 
abound  in  that  country,  and  by  that  to  which 
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I can,  indeed,  fpeak  myfelf,  I mean  the  many 
generous  qualities  which  diftinguifh  its  in- 
habitants, and  feem  to  endear  that  nation  to 
thofe  who  compofe  it-— I am  willing  alfo  to 
admit,  thatbefides  that  folicitude for  the  hap- 
pinefs  and  well-being  of  the  people  who  in- 
habit  our  country,  which  is  the  proper  and 
diftinftive  feature  by  which  true  patriotifm 
is  to  be  recognized,  this  local  affeftion  may 
alfo  attach  a fort  of  intereft,  and  a certain 
importance  and  value,  to  the  feparate  political 
exiftence,  or  individuality,  of  that  country 
That  identical  fpace  has  contained  the  habitual 
objects  of  our  regard’,  and  an  affociation  may 
have  been  eftablifhed  between  our  local  and 
moral  attachment,  in  fuch  a manner  as  to 
render  it,  perhaps,  noeafy  abftradtion,  to  love 
the  people  of  Ireland,  diftin6tly  trom  that 
which  may  be  called  the, love  of  Ireland.  No- 
thing of  all  this  need  be  controverted  ; nor  is 
it  defirable  that  it  fhould  be  otherv^ife — I 
would  only  demand  a fimilar  affent  to  fome 
particularities,  which  I think  obfervable  in 
thispalfion,  and  w hich  appear  to  me  to  bear, 
in  fome  degree,  on  the  principal  queftion. 
This  local  patriotifm,  then,  feemstobe  limit- 
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ed  not  only  by  fpace,  as  vve  have  feen,  but 
alfo  with  feme  reference  to  time.  The  fpace 
to  which  the  afFe61ion  of  patriotifm  attaches, 
is  that  which  we  have  been  acciiftomed  to 
confider  as  our  country,  at  a given  time,  that 
is  to  fay,  in  our  own  time,  or  during  our  own 
generation.  If  it  had  been  larger  or  fmaller 
at  our  birth,  onr  love  would  have  expanded 
or  contrr6fed  itfelf  accordingly.  We  have 
feen  a remarkable  inflance  of  this  expaniive 
property  in  local  patriotifm,'  or  in  this  love  of 
metes  and  bounds,  as  related  by  Mr.  Hume, 
in  the  paffage  which  I have  read  from  his 
hiftory  of  the  Union  of  the  Heptarchy.  We 
have  feen  in  that  example,  the  inhabitants  of 
the  fix  conquered  kingdoms  transfer  their  al- 
legiance to  Egbert,  and  the  minute  partialities 
of  thefe  fix  countries,  tranfgrefs  their  refpec- 
tive  bounds,  and  in  obedience  toevents,  dilate, 
as  by  common  confent,  fo  as  to  occupy  the 
whole  furface  of  the  united  kingdom  of  Eng- 
land, and  accommodate  themfelves  to  this 
change  of  boundary,  with  as  much  rapidity 
and  eafe,  as  the  ambition  of  the  Monarch 
hirnfelf  had  done  to  the  growth  of  his  domi- 
nions.  This  happened  in  the  very  feafon  of 
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repugnance  and  difguft  which  fucceeds  to 
conqueft,  and  a vanquifhed  Mercian  or  Eaft 
i\ngle,  ceafed  even  in  his  own  life,  to  think 
himfelf  degraded  by  being  called  an  Eng- 
lifhman. 

The  fame  truth  has  been  evinced  in  Wales. 
Thofe  who  inhabited  that  principality  in  the 
early  part  of  the  reign  of  Harry  the  8th,  felt 
their  patriotifm  and  national  feelings  bound- 
ed by  the  mountains  of  their  country,  beyond 
which,  indeed,  fo  far  from  difcovering  the 
objedls  of  affecllon,  they  found  only  thofe  of 
antient  animofity  and  habitual  hoflllity.  The 
fame  narrow  bounds,  however,  no  longer  li- 
mit the  public  fpirit  and  affections  of  thofe 
who  have  inhabited  that  part  of  our  inland 
fince  that  memorable  and  fortunate  aera  in 
the  hiftory  of  Wales.  1 believe  I may  ven- 
ture to  fay,  that  none  of  your  Lordfnips  who 
may  have  an  intereft  in  that  country,  and 
that  no  Welch  gentleman,  or  inhabitant  of 
Wales,  would  thank  a Welch  patriot  who 
fnouid  propofe  to  reftore  the  dignity  and  in- 
dependence of  that  country,  by  feparating  it 
once  more  from  England  ^ that  is  to  fay,  who 
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fhould  forbid  and  prohibit  every  Welchman, 
from  prefuming  to  confider  himielf  as  entitled 
to  any  participation  in  the  affairs,  in  the  enter- 
prizes,  in  the  greatnefs,  confideration,  or  glory 
of  that  empire,  of  which  his  country  is  now  a 
diftinguifhed  member.  would,  no  doubt> 

think  the  dignity  of  their  countrymen  ftrange- 
ly  provided  for  by  this  fecond  extermination ; 
by  driving  them  once  more  out  of  England, 
and  cooping  them  up  within  the  mountains  of 
Wales,  as  the' Saxon  Conquerors  had  done  by 
their  Britifh  anceftors.  I fhall  noteafily  per- 
fuade  myfelf,  that  a Welch  gentleman  will 
think  an  affront  or  indignity  is  put  upon  him- 
felf,  or  tiis  country,  becaufe  Lord  Nelson, 
for  example,  can  take  him  by  the  hand  as  fel- 
low*fubje61 ; or  becaufe  his  countryman  ^Fo- 
ley was  enabled,  by  the  union  of  Wales,  to 
lead  the'Eritifh  fleet  into  a6tion  on  the  ift  of 
Augufl:,  inftead  of  licading  fome  miferable 
predatory  inroad  acrofs  the  Welch  marches* 


I may  fpeak  with  better  authority  of  ano- 
ther  country.  Thofe  who  inhabited  Scot- 
land in  the  reign  of  King  William ; thofe  who 

Captain  Foley,  of  his  Majefty's  (hip  Goliah. 
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inhabited  that  part  of  Scotland  with  vjhich  I 
am  beft  acquainted,  and  who  looked  from  their 
windows  on  the  hills  of  N'orthumberlanJ,  at 
a few  miles  diliance,  had  their  patriotifm 
bounded  by  their  horizon,  or  rather  their  eye 
had  a wider  range^than  this  large  and  liberal 
paffion.  It  is  not  to  with  thofe  who  inhabit 
that  country  in  the  reign  of  George  the  Thi'*d, 
and  this  change,  I am  perfuaded,  was  operated 
much  fooner  than  fome  Noble  Lords  feem 
difpefed  to  allow.  A Noble  Lord,  (Lord  Hol- 
land,) referred,  on  a former  occafion,  to  a pro- 
ceeding of  this  Houfe  in  the  year  17^3,  as 
furnifhing  fome  ground  to  fuppofe  that  the 
two  countries  v»ere  not  foon  reconciled  to  the 
Union.*  I am  by  no  means  difjxyfed  to  deny, 
that  the  tranfaflion  alluded  to,  might  furnifh 
a very  fair  argument  to  be  ufed  in  debase  on 
this  topic.  It  certainly  imported,  in  its  literal 
acceptation,  the  wifn,  at  lead  of  fo.n.e  indivi- 
duals, for  a diflblution  of  the  Union,  being  an 
exprefs  motion  for  that  purpofe.  It  was  nega- 
tived, indeed,  by  the  Houle;  but  it  was  made 
by  one  of  the  fixteen  Scotch  Peers,  and  fun- 
ported,  generally,  though  1 do  net  know  that 
it  was  unanimoufly,  by  that  body.  I have 
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no  reafon  to  complain,  therefore,  of  this  pro- 
ceeding being  ufed  in  argument,  to  the  point 
lor  which  it  was  adduced  ; but  I rnuft  fay,  at 
the  fame  time,  that  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
as  conclulive,  as  1 am  to  prefume  it  did  to  that 
Noble  Lord.  Your  Lordfhips*  leifure  will  not 
admit  of  my  entering  it^inutely  into  all  the 
particulars  of  this  proceeding  ; but  1 muft  at 
leaft  fay,  that  it  has  by  no  means  made  the 
fame  impreffion  on  my  mind,  and  I am  not 
fatisfied,  that  the  people  of  Scotland  or  of 
England,  or  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  at  large, 
or  their  rcprefentatives  in  this  Houfe  wha 
' fupported  this  moti{)n,  including  even  the 
mover  oflhequeftion  hirnfelf,  were  in  earnefi 
in  deliring  the  feparation  of  the  united  king- 
doms- I do  not  think  myfelf  bound  to  believe^ 
merely  on  the  letter  of  a motion  in  Parlia- 
ment, any  body  of  men,  and  efpecially  that 
enlightened  body  to  Vvhich  I allude,  capable  of 
harbouring  a defign  fo  abfurd,  and  if  lincerc, 
lb  wicked  and  deteftable,  as  that  motion  im- 
ported, while  I can  tind  any  other  motive,  or 
can  imagine  any  other  objeft  more  rational  and 
lefs  culpable,  to  account  fufficiently  for  the 
proceeding.  1 find  then,  no  difficulty  in  dif- 
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covering  abundant  inducements  for  this  mo- 
tion, fhort  of  the  abfurd  and  incredible  pur- 
pofe  which  it  exprelTes — I obferve,  inthefirft 
place,  that  it  was  made  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
and  originated  with  the  fixteep  Peers  of  Scot- 
land. The  Scotch  Peerage  was  undoubtedly 
the  body  whofeinterefts  were  leaft  confulted, 
and  who  were  the  worft  treated  by  the  Union. 
But  they  had  received  frefh  caufe  of  com- 
plaint fubfequent  to  that  event.  The  aboli- 
tion of  the  Privy  Council  of  Scotland  was,  in 
my  opinion,  necefiary  to  confolidate  theUnion, 
by  removing  that  remaining  nucleus  of  a local 
government,  and  feparate  intereft.  But  this 
meafure  affefted,  no  doubt,  the  views  both  of 
ambition  and  of  vanity,  of  the  Scotch  Peerage 
and  of  the  higher  order  of  the  gentry,  though 
it  very  little  concerned  the  people.  The  dif- 
content  of  the  Peerage  excited  by  that  mea- 
fure, had  been  yet  more  recently  enflamed  by 
the  decifion  of  this  Houfe  in  the  cafe  of  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton.  His  patent,  as  Duke  of 
Brandon,  had  been  difallowed,  and  by  that 
proceeding  it  feem.ed  decided,  that  a Scotch 
Peer,  after  the  Union,  fhould  be  incapable  of 
receiving  the  independent  dignify  of  a Britidi 
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Peerage  ; adifability  highly  injurious  to  the 
Peerage  of  Scotland,  in  its  fondefi  aim,  and 
reafonably  ofFenfive  and  difguPiing  to  that 
body,  already  fore  with  prior  provocations.  If 
we  coniider  this  motion,  then,  as  no  more  than 
the  expreflion  of  the  chagrin  of  this  body;  but 
efpecially  if  it  be  confidered  as  a means  em- 
ployed to  give  weight  in  future  to  their  juft 
preteniions,  we  fhall  aiTign  as  weighty  a mo- 
tive for  fuch  a proceeding  as  has  produced 
many  others  of  great  importance  in  Parlia- 
ment.  Thefe  grievances  were,  indeed,  ex- 
prefsly  flated  in  the  motion,  amongft  the  rea- 
fons  on  which  it  was  grounded.  But  the 
facial  occaiioR  of  this  tranfadfion  was  the  ex- 
tenfion  of  the  malt-tax  to  Scotland.  This  tax 
was,  in  fact,  felt  to  be  oppreffive  on  that 
country,  and  it  was,  belides,  fairly  quefticna- 
ble  whether  the  irnpoiition  of  this  tax  at  that 
particular  point  of  time  w^as  not  contrary  to  an 
article  of  the  Union.  This  objedtion  applied 
indeed  only  to  that  particular  period,  and 
ceafed  afterwards,  butdt  was  fubjedt  to  quef- 
tion  at  the  time.  I think  on  the  whole  that 
the  Scotch  members  of  both  Houfes  were 
juftificd  in  ftanding  out  on  this  tax,  and  I 
think  their  Union  and  exertion  on  that  occa- 
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lion  did  them  honour,  though  I do  not  think 
the  mode  of  ^oppofition  they  chofe  judicious. 
I find,  however,  in  the  i^ry  occalion  which 
gave  rife  to  this  proceeding,  a fufficient  rno- 
th'C,  and  a much  more  natural  and  indeed 
justifiable  porpole  than  that  which  the  motion 
literally  imported.  It  was  intended  to  enforce 
the  oppofition  of  Scotland  to  the  malt-tax, 
and  to  coerce  the  Minifter  on  that  point,  not 
by  the  difiblution  of  the  Union,  but  by  the 
intimidation  which  the  x^ery  menace  of  fuch 
a fatal  ftep  might  be  expecled  to  produce. 
The  Engliili  Peers  who  fupported  this  mo- 
tion had  themfelx’es  been  the  authors  and 
promoters  of  the  Union.  But  they  w^ere  the 
oppofition  of  the  day,  and  it  appears,  could 
nrt  deny  themfelves  the  fatisfaifiion  of  ufing 
the  opportunity  which  this  Scotch  queftion  of 
the  malt-tax  afforded  them,  of  diftreffing  the 
ivlirfifrer  of  the  day,  by  the  lingular  and  rare 
union  of  the  Reprefentatices  ofScotland,  even 
for  a few  hours,  againfithe  Court.  It  laflcd, 
indeed,  no  longer  : and  the  oppofition  of  the 
fixceen  Peers  teems  to  have  Ipent  and  ex- 
hauued  itfelf  in  this  fingle  aft,  in  vfifich  I can 
difcernonly  a general  exprefiicn  of  their  o wn 
particular  difguli,  and  a wfiftx  to  fiand  well 
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with  their  country  by  oppofing  the  malt-tax. 
The  oppofition  to  that  tax,  and  the  attempt  at 
Icaft  to  modify  it,  as  to  Scotland,  was  the 
true  occafion  of  this  motion,  and  inftead  of  fo 
abfurd  and  flagitious,  but  fo  important  and 
moriientous  a dcfign  as  that  of  diffolving  the 
Union,  there  appears  to  me  to  have  been  no- 
thing deeper  in  the  matter,  than  the  wifn  on 
one  hand  to  tcafe  a Minifler,  and  on  the 
other  to  obtain  the  redudtion  of  threepence 
on  the  bufhel  of  malt,  in  a tax  upon  Scotland. 
I am  a good  deal  confirmed  in  this  view  of 
the  tranfaftion,  by  obferving  that  although 
this  tax  was  renewed  e^^ery  year,  and  was 
objedled  to  by  the  Scotch  members  in  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  I do  not  find  a hint  of 
any  nev/  intention  to  diffolve  the  Union. 
Various  other  queftions  interefiing  to  Scotland 
W'ere  difeuifed,  without  producing  the  flightefi; 
intimation  of  fuch  a defign  ; and  I find  one, 
very  little  pofterior  to  that  on  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  relied,  fo  remarkable,  that  I cannot 
help  mentioning  it  ,*  I mean  the  extraordinary 
bill,  known  by  the  name  of  the  Peerage  Bill, 
which  adlually  palled  this  Houfe  in  the  year 
1719,  but  was  throwm  out,  "as  might  be  ex« 
pedled,  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 
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Neither  the  Peerage  of  Scotland,  nor  the 
Scotch  nation,  have  ever  received,  fince  the 
Union,  fo  lignal  a provocation  as  that  bill  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  offered  to  them.  It  pro- 
pofeJ,  in  direct  terms,  the  complete  disfran- 
chifement  of  the  whole  body  of  the  Scotch 
Peers,  and  ftripped  them  even  of  the  eledtive 
franchife  which  the  Union  had  left  them, 
without  any  other  compenfation  worthy  of 
notice,  than  that  of  feeing  fuch  of  their  repre- 
fentatives  as  werepartiestothis  fpoliation,  re- 
warded by  Britifh  Peerages,  which  were  to 
make  them  independent  in  future,  of  the  fa- 
vour, or  refentment  of  their  injured  conftitu- 
ents.  This  meafure,  as  your  Lordfhips  mult 
fee,  was,  at  the  fame  time,  the  moff  flagrant 
violation  of  the  Union  in  fbme  of  its  moft  fun- 
damental articles,  and  could  not  failof exciting 
general  difguft  and  alarm  throughout  Scot- 
land, by  breaking  fo  wantonly  the  integrity, 
and  fhaking  the  fecurity  of  thatfolemn  treaty. 
The  Bill  was  accordingly  debated  with  great 
warmth,  at  great  length,  and,  I think,  with 
much  ability  in  both  Houfes  of  Parliament ; 
and  I have  troubled  your  Lordfhips  with  thefe 
particulars,  for  thepurpofe  of  obferving,  that 
throughout  thofe  debates,  on  a fubjedt  fuffici- 
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■v/as  not  dropped  from  the  hps  of  a (ingle  in- 
'diyidual,  an  intimation  of  any  fiicli  wifli  for 
reparation,  as  had  been  e^pteffcd  in  the  pro- 
ceeding of  the  year  1713.  A certain  proof 
that  fuch  a wifli  could  not  be  genera!  in  either 
;Country,  and  a pretty  conclufive  argument  that 
it  was  not  profeffed  or  entertained  by  any  con- 
(iderable  party  or  defcription  of  men  then 
known  in  England  or  Scotland,  On  this  re- 
view of  the  period  immediately  fucceeding  the 
Union,  I might,  without  much  prejudice  to 
my  argument,  concede  all  the  Noble  Lord 
can  claim  from  the  motion  of  17  1 3,  though  I 
am  far  from  making  that  admiiiion  in  fa 61 ; 
but  if  I were  to  grant  that  in  the  year  1713, 
fome  indications  of  indifpofition  and  alienation 
between  the  countries  remained^  that  (ix  fhort 
years  of  Union  had  not  completely  appeafed 
and  obliterated  the  animofities  of  four  centu- 
ries, but  that  fix  years  more  had  been  fuffici- 
ent  for  that  purpofe  ; that  after  the  lapfe  of 
fix  years  from  their  Union,  no  trace  of  unkind- 
nefs  was  difcernible,  and,  that  in  twelve  years 
after  that  Union,  the  ftrongefi  provocation  had  * 
failed  in  exciting  it,  I do  not  think,  I fay,  that 
for  the  purpofe  of  the  prefent  argument,  I 
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lhali  hav^  made  a conceffion  of  much  value  or 
importance  j and  with  this  remark  I fhall  pafs 
forward  to  times  of  which  I am  entitled  to 
fpeak  with  the  confidence  of  perfonal  know- 
ledge. I will  venture  then  to  alTure  your  Lord- 
ihips,  and  to  fpeak  for  my  neighbours  as  well 
as  myfelf,  that  at  this  day  we  fee  without  hu- 
pailiation  or  regret,  thofe  towers  and  beacons, 
which  w^ere  very  necelTary  appendages  of  our 
independence^  at  leaft,  before  the  union  of  the 
crowmsj  when  we  had  a predatory  enemy  with- 
in ten  miles  of  us ; we  behold,  I fay,  with- 
out mortification  or  concern,  thofe  badges  of 
imperial  dignity  mouldering,  and  in  ruins,  on 
our  rocks,  while  we  can  fee  the  plains  below 
covered  with  crops,  which  he  who  fows  is  now 
fure  of  reaping  ; and  while  we  can  extend  our 
views  of  national  greatnefs  and  dignity,  and  all 
pur  public  feelings,  whether  of  pride  or  of  affec- 
tion, not  only  beyond  the  little  range  of  hills 
that  we  look  upon,  but  to  the  remoteft  extre- 
mities of  the  habitable  globe.  I will  venture 
to  declare  for  my  country,  that  with  the  ex- 
ception of  thofe  falfe  Scotchmen,  whom  the 
enemy  has  been  able  to  corrupt  or  to  delude, 
and  who,  I truff,  for  the  honour  of  Scotland, 
ate  both  few  and  conterriptible  j but  with  that 
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exception  of  the  partizans  of  France,  I will 
venture  to  pronounce,  that  there  does  not  at 
this  hour  live  a Scotchman  of  any  degree  or 
condition, from  Berwick  to  the  Orkneys,  whofe 
Britifh  patriotifm  would  not  be  more  offend- 
ed, and  certainly  much  more  reafonably,  by  a 
propofal  for  feparating  thefe  kingdoms,  than 
the  patriotifm  of  Fletcher  of  Saltown,  or  Lock- 
hart of  Carnwath,  could  be  at  the  beginning 
of  the  century,  by  the  propofal  for  uniting 

them. 

I have  dwelt  fomewhat  longer  on  this  topic 
than,  perhaps,  I ought,  principally  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  (hewing  what  the  nature  and  value  of 
that  objed  is,  for  whiich  Ireland  has  been  per- 
fuaded  to  renounce  and  rejed  with  anger,  the 
greatefl  and  mod  evident  advantages  that  w^ere 
ever  offered  to  a nation.  It  is  in  the  firft  place, 

then,  a fentiment,  or  feeling,  which  it  is  dif^ 
ficult  to  define,  and  not  perhaps  eafy  even  to 
conceive  diftindly.  In  the  next  place,  this 
fentiment,  fuch  as  it  is,  is  fo  limited  in  dura- 
tion, and  fo  obfequious  to  events,  that  it  is 
not  enough  to  fay  that  it  expires.  It  adually 
changes  fides — and  the  very  facrifices  we 
would  make  to  it  at  one  period,  will,  at  a fub- 
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iequent  point  of  time,  and  from  thence  ever 
alter,  prove  as  much  in  contradidlion  with,, 
aiidas  offenlive  to,  this  very  feeling,  as  it  might 
be  welcome  and  grateful  to  it  before.  What 
then  is  this  mighty  objed  to  which  fuch  facri- 
fices  are  required  I It  is  aaairy  unfubftantial- 
fentiment;  it  is‘a  tranfient,  evanefcent,  meta- 
phyiical  point,  to  which  we  are  called  upon* 
to  facrifice  not  only  the  folid'  and  fubftantial, 
but  the  permanent  and'  perpetual-interefls  of 
two  great  nations; 

I confefs  I cannot  perfuade  myfelf  to  rank 
a fentiment  fo  fubtlc,  and  fubjed  to  fo  many’ 
refined  and  delicate  modifications,  with  that 
found  and  genuine  affedion,  or  I can  clafs  it 
only  as  a fubordinate  mode  of  that  plain  and' 
manly  paffion,  which  has  deferved,  by  excel- 
lence, the  ftyle  and  dignity  of  patri’otifm. 
True  patriotiiin  will,  I think,  be  found  to  reft 
on  the  folid  bafis  of  fome  rational  and  ufeful- 
principle,  which  will  keep  it  uniform  and  un- 
influenced by  time  or  circumftaiice,  and  which 
may  ferve  as  a criterion  to  diftingiiifla  its*  own  ' 
genuine  and  fteady  Courfe, from  the  capricious- 
and  irregular  motions  of  fome  of  its  many 
counterYeits.  The  love  of  our  country  may  be 
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rational  or  fantaftical  as  that  of  any  other  ob- 
jed ; and,  I miift  confider  patriotifm  as  par- 
taking fufliciently  of  the  nature  of  general 
affedion,  to  acknowledge  it  for  genuine,  only 
when  it  is  evinced  by  folicitudefor  the  welfare 
of  its  objed.  I fix  on  this  as  the  diftindive 
charader  of  fincere  affedion,  whether  for  our 
country  or  for  any  other  objed  of  regard.  Pub- 
lic love  is  founded  in  utility,  and  by  that  mark 
alone  may  challenge  its  defeent  from.  Heaven. 
The  reft  is  all  fpurious,  and  to  be  viewed  rather 
with  caution  than  refped.  On  this  clear  prin- 
ciple, then,  fhall  we  not  fay,  that  a true  pa- 
triot propofes  to  himfelf  before  all  things,  the 
profperity  and  happinefs  of  thofe  who  inhabit 
his  country  ? He  may  fet  a value,  if  he  pleafes, 
on  the  diftind  exiftence,  and  individuality  of 
that  country ; but  if  his  love  be  well  regulated, 
and  all  its  modes  and  affedions  be  in  due  fub- 
ordination,  he  will  prefer  the  folid  and  real 
happinefs  of  his  country  to  its  metaphyfical 
identity-  It  is  to  this  chafte  and  difeiplined 
patriotifm,  that  I would  appeal,  on  the  prefent 
queftion,  againft  the  noify  and  clamorous  pre- 
tence, which  would  ufurp  its  feat,  and  bear 
av/ay  the  decifion  by  acclamation  and  tumult, 
before  a fober  and  enlightened  judgment, 
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founded  on  the  folid  bafis  of  public  utility,-  can 
filence  this  importunate  and  deluiive  feelings 
To  fum  up  my  argument  on  this  point,  in 
plain,  but  I think,  fatisfadory  terms ; if  a fepa- 
rate  political  exiftence  is  contrary,  nay  fatal  to 
the  real  intcrefts  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ; and 
if  a perfect  incorporation  and  union  with  the 
Britifh  Empire,  muft  be  productive  of  fecurity, 
aggrandizement  and  happinefs  to  Ireland, 
fuch  an  Union  fhould  on  this  fingle  but  deci- 
five  ground,  of  great  and  permanent  utility,  be 
- the  firft  and  fondeft  with  of  every  Irifh  heart. 

But  let  us  yield  even  this  principle  fora  mo- 
.ment.  Let  us  fiibfcribe  to  that  firange  incom- 
prehenfible  ’duty  which  I have  Heard  proclaimed 
with  a fort  of  triumph,  even  in  this  Houfe,  and 
by  which  it  is  required  that  in  a queflion  fuch 
as  this,  the  Legiflature  fhould  banifh  from  their 
thoughts  and  contemplation  every  concern  for 
the  intcrefts  of  the  nations  which  they  repre- 
fent,  and  that  the  decilion  of  this  mighty  quef- 
• lion  fhould  be  founded  on  any  thing  but  its 
. influence  on  the  national  advantage  or  fecu- 
rity.  Let  us  admit  the  infignificance  of  Irifh 
profperity  and  happi  nefs,  and  the  exclufive  title 
of  what  is  called  diftinciners  and  dignity,  to 
• our 
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our  folicitude  *,  I ftill  fay  that  even  thefe  ob^ 
jeds  are  not  provided  for,  by  rejeding  the 
prefent  meafure.  For  the  choice  does  not  lie 
between  the  prefent  condition  of  Ireland  and 
Union.  We  are  not  i2;norant  that  the  alterna- 
tive  is  according  to  every  moral  probability, 
union  or  feparation  ^ that  is  to  fay  union  or 
ruin ; union  with  Great  Britain,  or  flavery  to 
France.  If  this  meafure  be  not  adopted,  wc 
know  that  the  diflindriefs  of  Ireland  muft  ex- 
pire 5 that  her  political  extindion  muft  be 
accomplifhed  ; that  ftie  muft  undergo  a change 
a thoufand  fold  more  degrading,  as  well  as 
dcftrudive,  and  more  fatal  to  her  indepen- 
dence and  dignity,  by  means  which  no  mifta- 
ken  patriotifm  can  prefer.  I mean  by  fubjedion 
to  a foreign  conqueror,  or  at  beft  by  a debafed 
and  flavifh  dependence  on  the  general  tyrant 
and  taflc-mafter  of  Europe.  Inftead  of  pre- 
ferving  her  prefent  independence,  or  acquiring 
new  acceffion  of  importance  and  dignity,  by 
her  affbciation  with  the  Britilli  Empire,  Ire- 
land is  in  danger  of  dropping  into  that  com- 
mon fepulchre  of  nations,  which  has  already 
buried  the  very  names  and  memories  of  fo 
"many  ftatcs  and  kingdoms, ' now  no  more. 
Will  the  identity  or  the  dignity  of  Ireland  be 
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preferved,  when  after  being  firft  the  dupe  and' 
the  fervile  tool  of  France,  fhe  becomes  her  real 
and  efFedual  Have,  under  fome  ridiculous  or 
antiquated  nick-name,  invented  or  revived,  for 
the  very  purpofe  of  obliterating  her  own  ? 

Let  us  confider  this  queftion  in  one  view 
more,  and  fetting  afide  both  the  real  interefts 
of  Ireland,  and  the  chances  of  reparation  with 
its  attendant  calamities,  let  us  only  compare 
the  prefent  condition  of  Ireland  in  mere  dig- 
nity, wdth  its  future  condition,  in  that  fingle 
refped,  after  the  Union ; for  wefhall  find  the 
oppolersof  the  Union  miftaken  in  the  means 
of  confulting  even  barren  dignity,  when  they 
prefer  the  prefent  fituation  of  Ireland  to  its 
incorporation  with  the  Britifh  Empire. 

In  what  does  the  dignity  of  a nation  truly 
confift?  Is  it  merely  in  its  feparatc^  or  in  its 
independent  exiftence?  If  Ireland,  from  the 
' very  nature  of  things,  is,  and  alw^ays  muft, 
while  it  is  a feparate  kingdom,  remain,  in  fome 
refpeds  and  in  fome  degree,  dependent,  fu fa- 
ordinate,  inferior  *,  and  the  day  after  its  Union 
with  Great  Britain,  becomes  altogether  inde- 
pendent, fovercign  and  equal,  how  is  its  dig^ 
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nity  better  afiured  by  the  former  condition 
than  by  the  latter  ? We  mufi:  enquire  then 
what  the  prcfent  fituation  of  Ireland  truly  is, 
in  point  of  independence 

Although  I (hould-wifhto  be  perfedly  frank 
and  explicit,  in  pointing  out  thofe  circum- 
ftances  of  neceflary  and  unavoidable  fubordi- 
nation  which  really  exi,ft,I  would  by  no  means 
infift  on  others,  which  I have  heard  enlarged 
upon,  I think,  with  a falfe  pride  on  our  part, 
and  perhaps  with  reafonable  offence  to  the 
national  feeling  of  Irifhmen,  and  which,  at 
the  fame  time,  do  not  appear  to  me  genuine 
tokens  of  fubordination  in  any  refpedt.  Of  this 
defeription,  I confider  the  neceffity  under 
^yhich  Ireland  labours  of  claiming,  in  times  of 
danger,  whether  from  foreign  or  doriieftic 
enemies,  the  protedion  of  - the  Britiih  navy, 
and  military,  as  w’ell  as  pecuniary  aid  from 
this  country.  I conceive  Ireland  to  have  a per- 
fect right  to  this  friendly  and  brotherly  co-ope- 
ration, on  two  grounds,  which  feem  to  me  to 
preclude  altogether,  either  a mortifying  hu- 
miliation on  one  hand,  or  an  offenfive  pride 
on  the  other.  Firfl,  the  prefervation  of  Ireland 
is  an  Englifh  intereft,  and  is  a concern  fuffici- 
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ently  precious  to  call  for  ihefc  exertions,  even- 
on  a diftin61  and  feparate  view  of  our  own  ad-^' 
vantage.  Jn  the  next  place,  Ireland  is  en- 
titled to  this  fupport,  from  an  Empire  to  which 
Ihe  is  afibciated,  and  to  the  general  fervdee 
and  fccurity  of  whicli  Ihe  is  herfelf  contribut-' 
rng,  cheerfully,  and  at  all  times,  in  every 
branch  of  public  fervice.  Her  feamen,  her 
foidiers,  and  her  revenue,  all  augment  the 
general  ftock  of  Britiui  refources.  And  if  pe- 
culiar and  temporary  emergencies  have,  at  this, 
or  any  other  particitiar  period,  encreafed  the 
local  demands  of  Ireland  on  the  exertions  of 
the  Empire,  wc  muft  fecolieCl:,  that  the  feene 
f>f  danger,  mav  at  other  times  be  fliifted  : and 
we  have  no  reafon  to  doubt,  but',  on  the  con- 
trary, have  recent  grounds',  very  honourable  to 
lYeland,  for  believing,  thatfbe  will- be  ready  to 
furnifh  exiriordinary  exertion-,  and  aid,  to  re- 
pel extraordinary  danger  on  this  fide  of  the 
water,  if  fuch  occahons  fhould  arife. 

I muft  alfo  difibnt  from  another  topic  w'hich' 
I have  heard  ufed,  as  indicating  a' national  de- 
pcHilence  of  ircland  on  Great  Brit-tin.  I mean 
' the  advantages  which  fhe  derives  from  theex- 
teiifive  commerce  without, and  the  profperous 
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manufa6tiires  within,  which  are  Tupovofed  to 
flow,  and  which,  I believe,  really  do  iiow%  in 
n great  part,  from  a free  participation  in  the 
imperial  greatnefs  of  Great  Britain,  and  from 
encouragements  which  fire  might  withhold  if 
fo  advifed.  "Here  again,  I think,  Ireland  may 
accept,  I will  not  fay,  without  gratitude,  but 
without  humiliatior.,  as  Gre^t  Britain  ought 
to  befip\¥  without  pride.  V'/hen  the  queftion 
has  been  ftated  between  entire  feparation  and 
Unipn,  thefe  confiderationsare  very  pertinent- 
ly  fubmitted  to  the  prudence  of  Ireland,  as, 
they  have  been,  with*  great  ability,  by  the  No- 
ble Lord  who  preceded  me ; for  the  advanta- 
ges alluded  to,  would,  no  doubt,  be  withdrawn 
with  perfed  juft  ice,  and  indeed,  by  indifpen- 
fible  policy,  if  all  connexion  between  us  were 
diftblved.  But  when  the  qu.eftion  h placed  on 
the  footing  of  the  prefect  argument,  that  is  to 
fay,  on  a view  of  our  preferit  imperial  relation, 
I then  feel,  that  confidering  the  importance 
of  that  relation  to  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  to 
Ireland,  the  communication  of  thefe  imperial 
advantages  feems  to  belong  to  the  very  nature 
of  the  cafe,  and  to  flow  naturally  from  the 
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lentiment  of  fraternity  and  reciprocal  kind- 
nefs  which  fhould  accompany  fuch  a con- 
nexion. Thefe  favours  fcem  to  be  prompted 
certainly  by  a liberal,  but  at  the  fame  time,  by 
a wife  policy ; they  are  the  gifts  of  an  elder 
to  a younger  brother;  not  the  wages  paid  by 
a fuperior  to  a dependant.  They  ought  to 
excite  gratitude,  and  to  improve  as  well  as  to 
fecure  aftedion  between  us ; but  they  need 
not  cither  exalt  the  pride  of  one,  or  humble 
that  of  the  other;  and,  to  fay  the  truth,  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  the  pride  of  Ireland 
may  be  very  well  reconciled  to  an  obligation, 
for  vrhich  fhe  has  the  confeioufnefs  of  return- 
ing in  the  reciprocal  bleflingsof  imperial  con- 
nexion, an  ample  and  correfponriing  equiva- 
lent. I eraze,  therefore,  fuch  topics  as  thefe, 
from  my  argument  of  Iriih  fubordination. 
They  appear  to  me  not  more  inconclufive  to 
that  point,  than  fomewhat  removed,  perhaps, 
from  that  liberality  which  ought  to  charader- 
ize  fuch  difeuffions,  whether  between  indivi- 
duals or  nations ; and  if  thefe  obligations  of 
Ireland  to  Great  Britain  are  ever  enlarged 
upon,  I confefs  I fhouldfee  it  with  mere  piea- 
fure  in  Ireland,  than  in  this  country. 


Thofe  real  indications  of  fubordination,  on 
which  I mean  hovvever  to  rely,  appear  to  me 
fuch  as  ought  not  to  mortify  Ireland  ; becaufe 
they  are  derived  from  the  very  nature  and 
conftitution  of  human  affairs,  and  efpeciallv 
from  one  caufe,  which  mull:  afford,  I conceive, 
rather  gratification  than  difguft  to  national 
feeling,  I mean  the  imperial  connexion  which 
makes  Ireland  a member  of  the  noblelt  empire 
of  the  globe.  For  what,  after  all,  is  this  im- 
perial connexion  in  the  neceffity  of  which  we 
are  all  agreed  ? If  it  be  any  thing  more  than  a 
name,  and  if  it  afford'  any  fubfiantial  advan- 
tage, does  it  not  confiff  in  fecuring  a confor- 
mity, or  rather  a perfect  uniformity  and  unity, 
in  the  counfels  of  the  two  countries  on  affairs 
of  imperial  concern  ? Such  are,  in  fome  re-^ 
fpedls  the  regulation  of  commerce  ; the  tranf- 
aclions  and  intercourfe  with  foreign  hates ^ the 
declaration  ofw'ar;  thecondud  snddiredion 
of  warj  the  negociation  and  conditions  of 
peace.  Thefe  are  the  principal,  if  not  aU  the 
points  of  imperial  or  common  concern';  and  in 
thefe  it  is  admitted,  and  it  is  manifeft  that, 
for  common  fafety  and  advantage,  the  tw’o 
countries  mufi:  be  governed  by  one  mind,  and 
dired^d  by  one  will,  to  the  fame  end.  Now 
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let  me  a£k  in  what  manner  is  uniformity  to  be 
.enfured  on  points  fo  much  fubje£t  to  doubt  in 
themfelves,  fubmitted  to  a judgment,  I mean 
that  of  the  human  mind,  the  variety  and  un- 
certainty of  which  is  proverbial,  and  efpecially 
where  fome  degree  of  temporary  and  occafional 
oppofition,  both  of  feeling  and  intereft,  may  be 
looked  for  in  particular  feafons  and  circum- 
ftances— I need  not  go  about  to  prove  by  any 
tedious  argument,  what  is  always  conceded  on 
this  point,  nor  need  I fcruple  to  affert  what  the 
bell  Irilh  patriots,  and  warmeft  partizans  of 
Iriih  independence  have  always  freely  acknow- 
ledged, that  unity  of  counfels  can  be  brought 
about  and  preferved,  only  by  leaving  the  lead 
to  one  of  thefe  nations  in  thofe  points  on  which 
it  is  necelTary  that  they  Ihould  agree.  Every 
fenlible  and  enlightened  Irilh  ftatefman,  has,  I 
think,  admitted  that  in  imperial  concerns, 
Ireland  muft,  and  ought  to  folio vv^  in  the  wake 
of  Great  Britain.  Here  then  is  one  authentic 
and  fignal  badge  of  real  fubordination.  But 
how  is  this  neceflary  acquiefcence  of  Ireland  to 
be  enfured  ?.  For  it  ftands  as  yet  on  diferetion 
and  prudence,  not  onpofitive  provision.  May 
not  an  interval  of  palTion,  or  the  fpleen  of  fome 
contentious  moment,  or  the  influence  of  fome 
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f)opular  leader,  perfuade  Ireland,  in  an  evil 
hour,  to  aflert  her  right  of  feparate  and  inde- 
pendent deliberation  in  the  common  concerns, 
and  to  vindicate  that  right,  by  fetting  up  an 
opinion  of  her  own,  different  from  that  adopt- 
ed in  England  ? Againft  this  misfortune,  which 
would  otherwife  be  pretty  fure  of  happening, 
the  conftitution  of  our  connexion  with  Ireland 
has  provided  fome  fecurities.  In  the  firft  place 
we  have  the  fame  King.  The  King  of  Great 
Britain  is,  in  virtue  of  that  crown.  King  alfo  of 
Ireland.  Ireland  is  content  to  follow  the  for- 
tunes of  England  in  that  great  point  j and  this 
I Rate  as  another  circumftance  of  dependence. 
But  there  are  other  ftill  more  fenfible  tokens 
of  pradlical  fubordination — The  whole  execu- 
tive government  of  Ireland  is  adminiftered  by 
a viceroy,  appointed  indeed  by  the  Sovereiga 
of  Ireland,  but  not  with  the  advice  of  an  Irifh 
cabinet  He  is  appointed,  in  effed,  by  a Bri- 
tiih  Minifter,  he  is  fubjed  to  inftrudions  from 
a Britifn  Secretary  of  State,  and  refponfible  for 
every  part  of  his  adminiftration  municipal  as  . 
well  as  imperial,  not  to  the  Irifli  Parliamenty. 
not  to  the  Iriih  Laws,  but  to  the  Britiih  Par- 
liament and  its  high  tribunals.  Even  this  is 
not  all  j for  all  this  may  be  thought  infepa- 
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table  from  the  nature  and  frame  of  our  con- 
nexion. There  remains  a point  which  was 
not  fo  much  the  unavoidable  confequence  of 
the  imperial  conflitution,  but  was  thought 
fubjed  to  fuch  a moral  and  political  neceffity, 
as  to  have  been  deliberately 'affented  to  and 
retained  by  the  mold  enlightened  and  ardent 
patriots  of  Ireland,  even  in  the  jealous  review 
of  her  conflitution,  which  took  place  at  that 
period  of  enthufiafin  and  triumph  which  is 
become  the  grand  asra  of  Irilh  freedom  and 
pride,  I mean  the  year  17S2.  The  circnm- 
ilance  I now-  allude  to  is  this.  The  legillative 
fundions  of  the  fovereign  of  Ireland  can  be 
performed  only  under  the  Great  Seal,  not  of 
Ireland,  but  of  Great  Britain.  Notwithfland- 
ing  the  extreme  and  jealous  tendernefs  of  the 
Irilh  nation,  on  all  that  could  remotely,  or 
even  in  the  reflnements  of  political  fubtlety, 
affed  the  independence  of  their  Parliament  ; 
although  that  Parliament  is  the  fhrine  on 
which  the  nation  itfelf  is,  it  feems,  now  to 
be  laid  a vidim  5 that  Irilh  Parliament  was 
left,  and  remains  at  this  hour,  dependent  for 
the  validitv  of  every  one  of  its  legillative  ad?, 
firft  on  the  Chancellor  of  England,  and  through 
his  refponlibilitvj  on  that  very  Parliament  of 
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England,  an  equal  participation  In  the  autho- 
rity of  which  is  thought  fo  degrading  to  Ire- 
land. God  forbid  that  Ireland  fhould  change 
her  mind  on  thefe  points  of  voluntary  fubordi- 
nation,  or  that  her  pride  fiiould  fuperfede  her 
wifdom,  and  a falfe  dignity  take  the  place  of 
her  fubftantial  interefts  at  leaft  in  thefe  parti- 
culars. For  fuch  are  the  few  flender  threads 
which  yet  hold  together  thefeponderous  bodies, 
and  whenever  they  are  broken  we  part  for 
good.  There  is  yet  one  other  circumftance' 
which  not  only  indicates  inferiority,  but  is  fo 
wholly  irreconcileable  with  every  notion  of 
equality,  and  appears  to  me  fuch  a fingularlty 
In  the  condition  of  any  country  claiming  the 
charader  of  independent  fovereignty,  that  I 
muft  add  it  to  the  lift  before  I quit  this  topic. 
Ireland  muft  take  her  part  in  all  the  wars  of 
Great  Britain.  She  muft  bear  her  fhare  of 
their  burthens,  and  incur  all  their  hazards. 
She  may  lofe  a province,  or  may  become  her- 
felf  a province  of  the  enemy.  Yet  Ireland 
cannot,  by  the  utmoft  fuccefs  of  the  war,  ac- 
quire an  acre  of  new  territory  to  the  Irifh  do- 
minion. Every  acquifition  made  by  the  forces 
of  the  Empire,  however  great  her  fhare  may 
have  been  in  the  danger  or  exertion,  accrues 
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to  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain.  If  an  Ifland 
were  taken  by  regiments  raifed  in  Ireland,  and 
compofed  wholly  of  Irifhmen,  and  by  fhips 
manned  altogether  by  Irifh  feamen,  that  illand 
IS  a Britifh  conqueft  and  not  an  Irifh  one. 
Ireland  claims  no  fovereignty  in  any  one  of  the 
foreign  pofieflions  or  provinces  of  the  Britifh 
Empire.  She  pretends  to  no  dominion  in ' 
India,  in  Ceylon,  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
at  Martinique,  Trinidad,  or  Minorca.  The 
Irifli  Parliament  has  never  afferted  or  con- 
ceived the  right  of  legiflating  for  any  of  the 
conquefts  of  the  King  of  England,  that  is  'to 
lay,  of  the  King  of  Ireland.  They  are  all  fubje(3; 

fa5io^  to  the  Leglflature  of  Great  Britain. 
Ireland  has  planted  no  Irifh  colonies,  but  has 
furniflied  planters  to  all  thofe  of  Great  Britain. 
In  a word,  this  whole  clafs  of  fovereign  rights 
and  capacities,  however  inherent  in  the  very 
nature  of  fovereignty,  is  wholly  tvanting  in  that 
of  Ireland.  If  we  were  afked  to  define,  or  at 
leaft  to  deferibe  an  independent  fovereignty, 
fhould  we  err  much  by  faying,  it  is  a itate 
which  can  make  war  and  peace,  which  can 
acquire  dominion  by  conqueft,  and  which  can 
plant  colonies,  and  eftablifh  foreign  fettle- 
inents  ? And  if  we  would  deferibe  a fubordi- 


nate 


nate  and  dependent  country,  could  we  do  it 
better  than  by  faying,  it  is  a country  which 
muft  contribute  her  quota  to  all  the  wars  of 
a neighbouring  kingdom,  muft  incur  all  the 
rifks  of  thofe  wars  and  partake  in  all  their  dif- 
afters ; while  all  that  is  acquired  by  their  fuc- 
cefs  falls,  like  the  lion’s  fhare,  to  that  country 
with  which  it  claims  to  be  co-ordinate  and  co- 
equal. I will  infill  no  further  on  this  un- 
gracious topic.  What  I have  faid,  was  necef- 
fary  for  my  argument,  and  if  I have  demon- 
ftrated  the  real  fubordination  of  Ireland,  it  was 
certainly  not  for  the  difmgenuous  pleafure  of 
gratifying  the  vanity  of  one  nation,  at  the  ex- 
pence of  another,  but  only  to  obferve  that  fub- 
ordination muft  be  the  conftant  companion  of 
an  imperial  connexion  with  a more  powerful 
and  more  confiderable  ftate,  and  that  pride 
can  fly  only  to  one  of  two  remedies  ; I mean, 
total  and  abfolute  feparation,  or  a perfedl,  in- 
corporating and  equalizing  Union. 

, \ 

This  argument  Is  often  conducted  as  if  the 
queftion  lay  between  diftindl  exiftence  and  total 
extinction.  This  is  a falfe  view  of  the  alterna- 
tive. If  Ireland  foregoes  her  feparate  indi- 
viduality, it  is  not  to  perilh  ; but  ftill  preferv- 


ing  In  full  life  and  vigour,  her  own  exlftence, 
fhe  becomes  Identified  with  a larger  whole  ; 
and  fo  far  from  the  pretended  annihilation  with 
W’hich  our  adverfaries  would  alarm  her,  fhe  ap- 
pears to  me  to  acquire  new  extenfion.  I would 
alk,  in  what  manner  is  an  inhabitant  of  any 
province  or  county  of  Ireland  degraded,  when 
he  is  enabled  to  fay  that  he  is  an  Irilhman, 
and  that  he  is  befides  a citizen  of  the  united 
empire  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  and  when 
inftead  of  admiffion,  as  it  were,  by  cpurtefy, 
to  an  indirect  an  d circuitous  advantage  from 
the  greatnefs  of  another  country,  to  which  he 
himielf  claims  to  be  in  fome  fort  a flranger, 
he  can  aflert  as  clear  a title  and  as  pofitive 
ownerihlp  and  property  in  the  glory  and  pro- 
fperity  of  the  empire  to  which  he  will  belong, 
as  any  native  of  Great  Britain  can  dp  at  this 
moment  ? I cannot  better  defcribe  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  after  the  Union,  or  better  illuf- 
trate  the  improvement  of  its  independence  and 
dignity,  than  by  faying,  that  her  fituation  will 
from  that  moment  be  precifely  the  fame  ir\  all 
points  with  that  of  Great  Brkain  herfelf.  Un- 
lefs  we  fuppofe,  therefore,  Ireland  in  her  pre- 
fent  fituation,  more  independent  and  l^fs  fub- 
qrdinate  than  Great  Britain,  we  cannot  ima- 
gine 


gine  that  her  Independence  will  be  dlminiflied 
by  the  Union,  And  if  it  be  true,  as  we  have 
fhewn,  that  fhe  is  at  prefent,  dependent,  and 
fubordinate  to  Great  Britain  in  many  refpeds, 
it  is  clear,  that  a Union  which  fhall  have  the 
eiied:  of  placing  the  two  countries  on  a footing 
of  perfed  equality,  muft  improve  the  inde- 
pendence and  dignity  of  the  inferior,  that  is  to 
fay,  of  Ireland.  Is  Ireland  then  annihilated  by 
thefe  means  ? No ; Ireland  is  ftill  Ireland,, 
while  a new  fcope  is  given  to  the  pride,  and  a 
larger  field  opened  to  the  patriotifm  of  every 
Irifhman.  Let  me  afk,  in  fine,  where  we 
fhall  difcover  in'the  prefent  condition  of  Ire- 
land, that  fuperior  degree  of  independent 
dignity,  which  fhould  outweigh  the’ real  and 
folid  benefits  of  Union ; or  where  we  can  per- 
ceive in  the  change  which  that  Union  will 
operate  on  the  political  fituation  of  Ireland, 
the  degradation  and  indignity  which  fliould 
forbid  her  even  to  deliberate,  and  ralfe  an  in- 
fuperable  barrier,  both  to  her  aggrandizement 
and  happinefs  ? 

I do  conceive,  indeed,  how  the  fituation  of 
fome  individuals  may  be  fuch  as  to  afford  a 
greater  fliare  of  perfonal  confideration  or  ad- 
vantage 


vantage  in  Ireland,  while  confined  within  its 
prefent  limits,  than  they  might  obtain  on  the 
greater  theatre  of  the  united  kingdoms.  Even 
here,  indeed,  the  computation  may  be  fallaci- 
ous ; but  however  that  queftion  may  ftand 
with  regard  to  individuals,  I am  fiire  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  will  gratify  a found  love 
of  national  dignity,  while  they  procure  to 
their  country  unfpeakable  advantages  of  everv 
other  fort,  by  their  acceSion  to  the  noble  em- 
pire of  which  the  Union  would  make  them 
citizens. 


I muft  therefore  conclude,  that  although  I 
mufi  refpect  the  feelings  of  thofe  who,  follow- 
ing this  inflin^  of  nadona!  pride,  which  I have 
allowed  to  be  in  fome  fort  natural,  have  been 
blinded  to  the  true  merits  of  this  queftion^ 
either  as  it  regards  the  interefts  or  the  dignity 
of  their  country  ; and,  although  I cannot  re- 
fiife  a confiderable  degree  of  indulgence,  even 
to  the  intemperance  and  violence  excited  by 
any  form  of  patriotifm,  and  even  by  its  errors  ; 
yet  I mufl  perfift  in  laying,  that  thofe  will 
ever  appear  to  me  to  have  evinced  a more  ge- 
nuine, a more  profeund  and  felicitous  affection 
for  their  country,  who  have  not  refufed  to  de- 
liberate 
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liberate  on  fuch  mighty  interefts,  but  have 
refifted  a firft  and  falfe  impulfe,  and  chofen 
for  their  guide  rather  the  flower  and  lefs  cap- 
tivating torch  of  reafon,  than  the  more  lively 
flalhes  of  paflTion  and  prejudice.  Nor  can  I 
refrain  from  adding,  that  if  there  be  indeed 
any  individuals,  or  defcriptions  of  men,  who 
not  mifled  themfelves,  but  far  above  the  influ- 
enee  of  thofe  deluflons  which  they  have  prac— 
tifed  upon  tne  multitude,  have  ieen  no- 
thing in  this  great  queftion  but  perfonal  or  lo- 
cal interefts,  and  have  fought  to  mafk  a narrow 
preference  of  individual  and  partial  advan- 
tage, under  this  pretence  of  national  pride  and 
feeling ; if  fuch  men,  I fay,  with  thefe  motives 
at  the  bottom  of  their  hearts,  and  with  the 
profanation  of  a great  public  virtue  on  their 
lips,  have  fruftrated  the  wife  and  paternal 
counfel  given  by  our  common  Sovereign  for  the 
permanent  and  perpetual  benefit,  and  not  lefs 
for  the  prefent  and  immediate  prefeiwation  of 
the  empire  in  all  its  parts,  and  efpecially  of 
their  own  particular  country;  I own  I cannot 
part  with  this  fubjecl,  without  declaring  loud- 
ly, that  I envy,  neither  the  pillows  and  con- 
fciences  of  thofe  men,  nor  the  place  they  are  ' 

likely  to  fill  in  the  hiftoiw  of  their  country'. 

' •/ 
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There  Is  yet  one  objeftion  on  which  I am 
difpofed  to  trefpafs  on  your  Lordfhip’s  indul- 
gence, rather  from  the  importance  which  has 
been  given  to  it  by  thofe  who  oppofe  the 
Union,'  than  from  any  weight  I think  it  en- 
titled to  myfelf  The  point  I now  allude  to, 
is  a fuppofed  difability  in  the  refpedtive  Par- 
liaments of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  fanc- 
tion  fuch  a meafure. 

This  is  another  obje(flIori  on  which  the  me- 
rits of  the  main  queftion  are  waved,  and  in 
which  thofe  who  have  been  defeated  on  that 
ground,  or  who  are  confcious  that  they  muft 
be  fo’,  would  ftill  take  refuge.  It  refembles 
a plea  to  the  jurifdiftion  ; and,  although  I am 
Tarfrom  affenting  to  a very  abfurd  dodhrine 
which  I have  heard  falfely  afcribed  to  our  law, 
that  he  who  pleads  to  the  jurifdidtion  {hall 
abide  by  that  plea ; and  whenit  has  been  over- 
ruled fhall  not  plead  over,  but  be  concluded 
on  the  fafts  and  merits  of  his  caufe ; yet  I 
think  myfelf  entitled  to  claim  thus  much  from 
thofe  'who  refoit  to  this  objedlon.  That,  al- 
though after  it  has  been  over-ruled,  and  the 
jurifdidion  of  Parliament  has  been  eftabliihed, 
they  {ball  be  at  liberty  to  recur  back  to  the 

queftion 
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queftion  of  expediency;  yet,  while  we  are  dlf- 
cuffing  the  queftion  of  competence,  and  for 
the  purpofe  of  that  argument,  the  merits  fhall 
be  granted.  The  objedion  cannot  otherwife 
be  placed  on  its  own  proper  and  peculiar 
ground.  For,  if  the  competence  of  Parliament 
were  difputed  merely  on  the  ground  of  inex- 
pediency in  the  particular  ail,  it  muft  be  felt 
in  a moment  that  the  queftion  of  competence 
with  regard  to  the  Union,  would  ftand  exad:- 
ly  on  the  fame  footing  as  if  it  related  to  any 
other  legiflative  meafure,  however  clearly  with- 
in the  acknowledged  powers  and  daily  pradtice 
of  Parliament.  In  order  to  obtain,  therefore, 
a diftindf  and  fubftantive  judgment  on  the 
queftion  of  competence,  it  muft  be  kept  pure; 
and  uncomplicated  with  any  other  confiderar- 
tion ; which  can  only  be  done  by  trying  it  in 
a cafe  of  admitted  expediency.  I think  my^ 
felf  entitled,  then,  for  the  purpofe  of  this  ar- 
gument, to  alTume,  that  the  propofed  Union 
would  be  beneficial  to  both  countries,  and  I 
am  at  liberty  to  ftate  its  advantages,  or  its  ne^ 
ceflity  as  high  as  I pleafc.  In  a word,  my  adr* 
verfary  in  this  argument  muft  aftent  to  the 
meafure  as  expedient  and  neceffary,  denying, 
only,  the  authority  of  Parliament  to  execute  it. 

' Now 
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- Now,  If  a meafure  be  expedient,  1 am  to 
afk,  in  the  firft  place,  why  may  it  not  be 
executed  by  Parliament  ? and,  in  the  next 
place,  if  Parliament  is  not  competent,  where 
fhall  we  find  a more  adequate  authority  ? I 
have,  for  me,  the  general  rule  and  law  of  the 
Conflitution,  which  eftablifhes  the  univerfal 
authority  of  the  Legiflature,  and  defines  it  by 
no  limits  or  qualification  that  I am  acquainted 
^ with.  Whatever  the  whole  nation  could  do, 
if  there  were  no  Parliament,  is  within  the  re- 
gular and  fundamental  powers  of  Parliament. 
This  is  admitted  to  be  the  general  rule  ; and 
here  I might  plant  my  foot,  at  leaft  until  the 
exception  were  fpecified,  and  the  principle  of 
that  exception  eftablilned.  The  univerfality 
of  Parliamentary  power  has  been  charadierized 
by  the  ftrong  and  emphatic  title  of  Omnipo- 
tence. And,  in  the  theory  of  our  Confiitu- 
■tion,  ftrong  and  emphatic  as  this  phrafe  is,  it 
need  not,  I think,  be  deemed,  merely  a bold 
figure,  as  it  has  been  called  by  fome  writers 
on  our  Goveniment,  but  as  literally  and  cor- 
rectly dcfcriptive  of  parliamentary  fupremacy, 
and  of  tl'.e  unlimited  fovereignty  of  the  Britfh 
Legiflature. 


I am 
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I am  aware  of  the  reply  generally  ‘made  to 
this  affertion  of  unlimited  power.  I may  be 
told,  that  powers  unlimited  in  theory,  arc  yet 
finite  and  controuled  in  pradlice,  and  that,  in 
its  exercife,  the  moft  unbounded  authority  is 
ftill  circumfcribed,  at  leaft  within  the  moral 
boundaries  of  right  and  wrong.  I aflent  to  this 
reftri6tion,  and  even  aflert  it ; but  what  does 
my  adverfary  gain  by  this  conceffion  ? Parlia* 
ment  ought  not  to  do  what  is  wrong,  and  is  to 
be  fuppofed  incapable  of  doing  it.  In  this 
fenfe,  the  power  of  Parliament,  is  no  more  li- 
mited than  the  Divine  Omnipotence  itfelf, 
which  is  incapable  of  evil.  I fay  alfo  of  Par- 
liament, that  it  is  incapable  of  evil ; and  I fay 
it  in  this  fenfe,  that  what  Parliament  does  is 
not  to  be  accounted  evil,  but  is  to  be  taken 
and  acquiefced  in  as  right — Why  ? will  it  be 
faid.  Is  not  Parliament  compofed  of  men,  and 
therefore  fallible?  Yes — but  who  muft  judge 
the  fallibility  of  Parliament,  and  to  whom 
muft  its  queftionable  ads  be  fubmitted — if  it 
be  not  to  other  men,  yet  more  fallible  than 
themfelves  ? For  I wifh  to  know  where  men 
are  to  be  found,  or  in  what  forms  or  combi- 
nations they  are  to  be  affembled,  to  whom 

fuch 
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fuch  a fuperlative  authority  could  with  fafcty 
be  confided. 

The  more  we  turn  thi^  argument,  and  the 
more  carefully  it  is  viewed  on  all  its  fides  and 
bearings,  the  more  we  fball  be  fatisfied,  that 
the  only  fecurity  w’e  poffefs  for  every  thing 
valuable  in  the  Britifh  Government ; that  all 
that  conduces  to  order  and  happinefs ; that 
the  whole  efficacy  of  our  Coriftitution  towards, 
its  great  and  beneficial  purpofes,  refides  in  this 
fingle  principle,  of  the  unlimited,  unqualified, 
fuprernacy  of  Parliament.  There  is  no  appeal, 
acknowledged  in  the  Conftitution,  from  that 
authority,  becaufe  no  appellate  tribunal  can  be 
imagined,  habile  to  fuch  a jurifdidion  ; none 
from  which  the  wifdom  of  thofe  many  ages, 
which  have  brought  our  Conftitution  to  ma- 
turity and  excellence,  has  not  already  confti- 
tuted  an  appeal,  final  and  conclufive  in  all 
cafes  whatever,  to  that  very  Parliament,  from 
which  you  would,  again,  appeal  back  to  them. 
Obferve  the  vicious  circle  into  which  this  ap- 
peal from  the  Parliament 'to  the  People  muft 
lead  us.  The  people  at  large  cannot  conveni- 
ently, nor  fafely  for  themfelves,  make  law,  or 

adminifter 
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admlnifter  Government.  The  Conftitution  of 
Parliament  has  therefore  been  framed,  as  af- 
fording the  mott  commodious  and  perfedl  or- 
gan of  Law  and  Government,  and  the  heft 
and  moft  fecure  depofitary  of  the  fovereign 
authority.  But  their  ads  muft,  it  feems,  be 
queftioned,  and  their  authority  fuperfeded  by 
that  very  people  at  large,  whofe  inability  and 
linaptnefs  have  given  occafion  to  the  inftitu- 
tion  of  Parliament.  The  fpeedy  refolution  of 
the  argument  into  this  contradidion  and  ab- 
furdity,  is,  therefore,  manifeft. 

It  is  eafy  to  forefee  that  this  claim  of  unli- 
mited power  may  be  oppofed  by  the  counter- 
claim of  a right  to  refift  an  abufe  and  perver- 
fion  of  authority,  however  legal.  This  queCr 
tion  of  refiftance,  that  is  to  fay,  concerning 
the  right  of  the  fubjed  to  oppofe  by  force,  the 
ad  or  orders  of  the  legal  fovereign,  by  which 
your  Lordfhips  know,  Ifhouldnot  mean,  in  this 
country  merely  the  throne,  but  that  I fpeak  of 
that  body  in  which  the  full  fovereignty  of  any 
nation  refides,  according  to  the  eftabliflied 
Conftitution  of  its  Government,  and  which, 
with  reference  to  this  kingdom,  would  be  the 
J^arliament ; the  point,  I fay,  thus  explained, 

of 
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of  reuftance,  at  the  dlfcretion  of  the  fubject, 
to  the  legal  foverelgn,  is  of  no  trivial  concern, 
and  ought  not  to  be  rafhly  or  irreverently  ap-  » 
preached.  The  queftion  is  of  high  impoit, 
and  delicate  complexion.  It  appears  to  me, 
to  be  one  of  thofe  myfteries,  the  acknowdedg- 
ment  of  which  is  much  connedfced  with  its  re- 
clufe  fandtity,  and  its  being  withdrawn  from 
daily  and  vulgar  contemplation,  to  be  referved 
only  for  the  great  occafions  which  are  worthy 
to  draw  it  forth,  and,  “ like  a robe  pontifical^ 

— ne\r  to  be  feen^  hut  wondered  atT  I 
believe  it  is  impoffible  that  any  thing  better 
fhould  be  faid  on  this  fubjed,  than  what  I find 
quoted  by  an  eloquent  patriot  of  my  own 
country,  Mr.  Fletcher,  of  Saltown,  from  the 
mouth  of  Mr.  William  Colvin,  vrhom  he  ftiles 
one  of  the  wifefl:  men  Scotland  ever  had,  and 
who,  fpeaking  of  defenfive  arms,  that  is  to  fay, 
the  right  of  the  fubject  to  carry  arms,  for  the 
purpofe  of  refilling  opprelTion  from  the  Sove- 
reign, was  ufed  to  exprefs  himfelf  in  thefe  re- 
markable words  : That  it  were  to  be  wifhed 
all  Frinces  thought  them  lawful,  and  the 
People  unlawful.  No  wilh  can  be  more 
faliitary,  and  no  anfwer  to  this  delicate  and 
important  queftion  can  be  more  perfedlly  wife 
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as  well  as  difcreet.  I confefs,  alfo,  that  on 
this  fingle  fubje£t,  I do  not  like  the  folution^ 
the  worfe  for  being  fomewhat  oracular. — 
But  if  a peremptory  opinion  be  demanded, 
and  we  muft  needs  pronounce,-  I think  myfelf 
entitled  to  anfwer  generally  in  the  language  of 
the  conftitution.  No  limit  has  been  appointed 
to  the  authority  of  the  fovereign ; nor  any 
exception  fpecilied  to  the  obedience  of  the  fub- 
jed:.  The  conftitution  has  not  forefeen  any 
cafe  of  refiftance,  and  has  made  no  provifion 
for  it.  Such  a cafe  is  not,  and  cannot  be,  in 
the  contemplation  of  any  conftitution  what- 
ever. A pre-eftabliftied,  that  is  to  fay,  a con- 
ftitutional  right  of  refiftance  to  the  conftitu- 
tional  fovereign  is  a folecifm ; a mere  contra- 
didion  in  terms.  It  can  exift  in  no  conftitu- 
tion that  either  is,  or  ever  was,  becaufe  it  is 
inconfiftent  with  the  very  notion  of  conftitu- 
tion, or  government.  We  muft  anfwer,  then, 
that  refiftance  is  illegal,  and  is  contrary  to  the 
law,  in  every  form  of  government  of  v/hich 
law  is  the  foundation.  If  an  extreme  cafe  be 
put  to  me,  I may  well  refufe  to  anfwer  it,  un- 
til the  cafe  arife  in  pradice.  Stated  theoreti- 
cally, it  is  always  a fnare.  When  it  happens 
pradically  the  cafe  will  anfwer  for  itfelf ; and 
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if  reiiilance  would  not  follow  on  the  fpur  of 
any  provocation  that  can  be  ftated,  witiiout 
the  previous  fandiion  of  fome  declared,  and 
anticipated  authorization  in  the  conftitution  to 
legalize  it,  it  is  a cafe  which  we  may  pro- 
nounce, by  that  very  criterion,  unfit  to  pro- 
duce or  juftify  refiflance.  Every  cafe  of  refift-? 
ance  muft  ftand  as  it  were  upon  its  own  indi- 
vidual refponfibility,  and  muft  be  fuch  as  to 
provide  for  itfelf,  without  the  aid  of  any  ante- 
cedent principle  to  lean  upon.  Such  cafes, 
whatever  may  be  faid  of  them  by  hiftory, 
whatever  may  be  felt  of  them  by  the  generous 
fympathies  of  mankind,  muft  look  for  no  fup- 
port  from  law,  with  which  they  .cannot  co- 
exift  ; they  are  all  without  the  pale  of  law  and 
all  illegal ; they  are  all  extra-conftitutional  j 
all  in  diredf  contradiction  with  the  particular 
conftitution,  as  ’(veil  as  with  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  government ; they  are  mere  folitary, 
infulated,  fubftantive  fadts,  equally  incapable 
of  deriving  from,  or  generating  any  binding 
analogy  of  general  and  permanent  authority. 
Thefe  queftions  are  not  new  in  this  country. 
\ve  have  paiTed  through  a century  of  fuch 
controverfies,  and  have,  fmce  that  period,  en- 
joyed a century  more  of  happinefs,  the  fruit  of 
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the  wife  and  profound,  as  well  as  fpirited  judg« 
ment  of  our  anceftors  on  thefe  debates ; a 
judgment,  *as  your  Lordfhips  know,  equally 
removed,  on  one  hand,  from  a mean  and  pufil- 
lanimous  acquiefcence  under  oppreffion,  and 
on  the  other  from  thofe  fhallow  but  ruinous 
abftradtions  which  fo  much  pains  are  taken  to 
bring  once  more  into  fafhion.  We  do  not 
come,  therefore,  in  England,  fo  raw  into  thefe 
difcuffions,  as  to  be  mifled  by  the  juvenile  re- 
finements of  political  metaphyfics,  or  by  the 
early  puerilities  of  thofe  who  may  have  read 
their  Locke  without  reading  hiftory,  or  who 
in  reading  their  Locke  have  forgot  their  hif- 
tory, into  errors,  which  we  know  to  be  as  fatal 
to  the  praftical  bleffings  of  liberty,  as  to  the 
ftrength  and  ftability  of  government.  We 
know  that  an  eftablifhed  fyftem  and  theory  of 
refiftance  is  but  another  word  for  anarchy ; 
and  that,  whatever  be  the  excellence  of  any 
conftitution  in  other  refpefts,  however  wifely 
and  flcilfully  conftru£led  it  may  be,  even  for 
ftability,  in  its  other  provifions,  let  there  be  add- 
ed this  one  principle  of  a permanent  and  fub- 
fifting  right  to  refift,  even  in  the  moft  limited 
cafe,  fince  the  exiftence  of  that  cafe  muft,  by 
the  very  nature  of  the  thing,  be  fabmitted  to 
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the  difcretion  of  every  individual  in  the  ftate, 
that  conftitution  will  bear  in  its  bofom  the  feed 
of  its  own  diflblution,  and  a principle  of  difper-- 
.fion  and  demolitionjUtterly  irreconcileable  with 
the  tranquillity  or  peace  of  the  people,  and  de- 
flrudive  of  all  tenacity  and  duration  in  the 
government. 

But  it  will  be  faid,  this  is  not  a queftion  of 
refiftance,  and  we  are  enquiring  only  whether 
this  meafure  does  not  exceed  the  limits  of  that 
authority  with  which  the  conftitution  has  in- 
vefted  Parliament. 
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I am  then,  to  afk,  fmce  the  power  of  Par- 
liament is  general  and  undefined,  in  what  re- 
fped  is  this  particular  ad  diftinguifhable  from 
others  which  are  admitted  to  be  within  its 
competence,  in  fuch  a manner  as  to  become  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule  of  the  conftitu- 
lion.  And  here  I am  under  the  difficulty  of 
thofe  who  are  to  combat  without  an  adverfary, 
or  to  combat  an  adverfary  whom  they  cannot 
fee.  I am  to  fearch  for  my  opponent,  or 
muft  begin  by  creating  the  enemy  whom  I am 
afterwards  to  engage.  For  as  yet  I have  cer- 
tainly heard  nothing  precife  on  this  fubjed. 

I muft, 


I muft,  therefore,  look  amongft  the  dlftln(9;ive 
qualities  of  this  meafure,  for  fome  circumftance 
on  which  to  found  the  exception.  The  firfl: 
circumftance  I obferve  in  the  Union  of  two 
countries,  is  an  extenfion  of  territory,  com- 
pared with  the  former  bounds  and  furface  of 
each,  fmce  each  is  refpeftively  augmented  by 
the  acceflion  of  the  other.*  But  this  effefl:  of 
Union  cannot  be  a ground  of  difqualification 
to  Parliament,  fince  the  conftitution  commits 
the  fame  power  to  a narrower  authority.  I 
mean  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  alone.  If 
a conqueft  be  made  without  any  contrary 
ftipulation,  the  conquered  country  becomes 
fubjedt,  ipfo  fa&o^  to  the  Legiflation  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  King  may  alfo  obtain  by  treaty 
the  annexation  of  any  new  territory  to  his 
Crown,  by  which  means  it  will  fall,  of  courfe, 
under  the  Government  of  the  Britifh  Parlia- 
ment. In  both  thefe  ways  the  dominion  of 
Great  Britain  can  be  enlarged,  to  any  extent, 
by  the  foie  prerogative  of  the  Crown — and 
much  more  by  the  King  in  Parliament.  We 
muft  look,  then,  for  fome  other  circumftance 
in  this  cafe  to  exclude  the  general  authority 
of  Parliament. 

Befides. 
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Befides  extending  the  bounds  of  the  king- 
dom, at  prelent  fubjedl  to  the  fovereignty  of 
Parliament,  a Legiflative  Union  extends  and 
enlarges  Parliament  itfelf,  accommodating  the 
fize  of  the  Legiflature  to  the  acceffion  of  ter- 
ritory, It  amounts  then  to  an  alteration  in 
the  frame  and  condition  of  Parliarnent ; and 
we  are  to  enquire  whether  Parliament  is,  on 
that  account,  difqualified  from  performing  it. 

It  may  be  worth  while  to  remark,  in  the 
firft  place,  that  this  formal  change  is  however 
confonant  with  the  general  fpirit  and  genius 
of  the  Conftitution.  Is  it  not  fair,  while  we 
are  difculTing  the  conditions  under  which  two 
countries  are  to  be  united,  to  confider  what 
would  have  been  the  cafe  if  they  had  been  one 
from  the  beginning  ? Would  not  Ireland,  in 
that  cafe,  have  had  reprefentatives  in  the  liC- 
gillature  ? It-  would  not  be  difficult  to  fhew 
from  hiftprjT',  that  wffiile  Ireland  was  confidered 
as  exclufively  under  the  Government  of  the 
Englifh  Parliament,  that  is  to  fay,  before  the 
inftitution  of  the  Irifh  Parliament,  that  coun- 
try fent  members  to  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land, The  farne  principle  has  generally,  though 
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I do  not  fay  without  exception,  operated  in  fi- 
milar  cafes,  I mean  in  cafes  of  the  acceffion  of 
contiguous  territories.  Of  this,  Wales,  the 
Counties  Palatine,  and  Scotland,  are  familiar 
examples,  , The  minor  inftances  of  Calais,  and 
■ Berwick  on  Tweed,  may  have  been  lefs  at- 
tended to,  but  they  illuftrate  alfo  this  general 
propenfity  of  our  Conftitutioh,  While  Calais 
was  fubjedh  to  the  Crown  of  England,  that 
town  enjoyed  and  exercifed,  by  charter  from 
Hariy  the  Eighth,  the  privilege  of  fending  two 
burgeffes  to  Parliament.  And  as  foon  as  Ber- 
wick on  Tweed,  which  being  a frontier  town, 
frequently  changed  matters  according  to  the 
various  fortune  of  war,  was  at  length  fettled 
under  the  dominion  of  England,  by  the  union 
of  both  Crowns,  and  the  final  extinftion  of 
war,  at  the  aceelTion  of  James  the  Firft,  that 
town  received  alfo  the  franchife  of  returning 
members  to  Parliament.  The  Conttitution, 
in  a word,  leans  that  way : and  it  may,  per- 
haps, reafonably  be  thought  a greater  violence 
to  that  Conttitution,  and  a rnore  fundamental 
and  effential  change,  to  add  extenfive  territo- 
ries to  the  country  already  governed  by  Parlia- 
ment, without  giving  to  thofe  territories  a par- 
ticipation in  the  Conttitution,  and  a fhare  in 
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tHe  reprefentadon,  than  to  accompany  '‘fuch 
an  acceflion  of  territory  with  a legiflative  as 
well  as  an  incoi*porating  union.  Yet,  no  man 
difputes  the  power  of  the  Crown,  according  to 
the  prerogative  which  I have  ^ately  dated,  • to 
operate  the  former  and  the  greater  change  even 
without  the  aid  of  Parliament.  It  is  not,  then, 
fair  to  argue,  a fortiori^  and  a rniilto  fortiori^ 
that  the  larger  authority  of  the  whole  Legif- 
lature,  fhall  be  more  competent,  or  much  more 
competent,  to  the  fmaller  change,  that  is  to 
fay,  to  extend  the  bounds  of  the  empire  in  a 
manner  congenial  and  in  unifon  with  the  Con- 
ftitudon,  as  it  would  do  in  the  meafure  pro- 
pofed,  than  the  narrower  power  of  the  prero- 
gative can  be  to  the  greater  change,  that' is  to 
fay,  to  an  acceffion  of  territory  and  an  union 
with  other  countries,  on  a principle  abhorrent 
• from  the  genius  of  our  Government.  Yet  the 
competence  of  thefe  latter  adts,  whether  to  the 
Crown  or  to  the  Parliament,  has  never  been 
difputed  ; and  reds,  indeed,  too  firmly  on  the 
repeated  and  ordinary  exercife  of  their  powers 
to  admit  of  quedion. 

But  let  us  return  to  this  objedion,  and  ad- 
mit, that  a Legiflative  Union  wdth  Ireland, 
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muft  operate  a change  on  the  condition,  or 
even  on  the  Conflitution  of  Parliament;  and  let 
that  change  be  as  confiderable  as  the  objedor 
would  choofe  to  ftate  it.  Does  it  follow  that 
fuch  a change  on  Parliament  cannot  be  made 
by  Parliament,  as  it  may  be  faid  in  phyfics, 
that  a body  cannot  aft  upon  itfelf  ? Such  an 
alteration  appears  to  me,  neither  more  nor  lefs 
than  a law,  and  as  fuch,  to  fall  within  the  na- 
tural province  of  the  law-giver,  who,  in  this  ' > 
country,  is  the  Parliament.  How  will  it  be 
fliewn  that  thefe  laws,  affefting  the  Conftitu- 
tion  of  Parliament,  are  alone  incompetent  to 
Parliament  ? ■ Our  own  experience  has  taught 
us  the  contrary.  I dare  fay  there  are  very  few 
of  yoiir  Lordfhips  who  have  not  affi fled  in  the 
paffing  of  laws  precifely  of  this  defcription, 
and,  hovrever  warmly  fuch  meafures  may  have 
been  refilled  or  debated  on  other  grounds,  I 
will  venture  to  fay,  there  is  not  one  of  us  who 
has  ever  heard  or  known  this  objeftion,  of  the 
infufficiency  of  Parliament,  oppofed  to  them.  * 
The  various  laws  for  limiting  the  duration  of 
parliaments,  for  regulating  eleftions,  for  alter- 
ing the  qualiiication  of  eleftors,  or  elefted,  for 
disfranchifmg  offending  boroughs,  and  com- 
municating their  franchifes  to  ftrangers,  that 
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IS  to  fay,  for  example,  to  the  freeholders  of  a 
neighbouring  hundred  ; all  thefe,  and  many 
more,  falling  precifely  within  the  principle  of 
this  cbjecStion,  have  been  paifed,  by  no  higher 
authority  than  that  of  Parliament.  What  are 
all  thofe  propofals  for  what  is.called  fometimes 
moderate,  fometimes  radical  reform,  but  laws 
for  the  alteration,  for  the  total  fubverfion  of 
the  Conftitution  of  Parliament  ? To  me  thev 

j 

have  appeared  little  fhort  of  revolution,  inci- 
pient  revolution.  Yet,  I have  never  heard  ^ 
one  of  thofe,  who  v/ith  fimllar  views  of  thefe 
projects,  have  been  better  qualified,  than  my- 
felf,  by  talents  and  weight  In  this  country,  to 
oppofe  them,  objedl  the  incompetence  of  Par- 
liament to  entertain  and  to  adopt  thefe  ch*anges 
in  its  own  Conftitution,  if  they  fhould  appear 
exnedient. 

X 

An  alteration  of  the  eftabliflied  religion-, 
which  has  always  been  the  w^ork  of  Parlia- 
ment, is  another  change,  and  a moft  funda- 
mental one  in  its  Conftitution ; fince  the  whole 
parliamentary^  franchife,  whether  elective  or 
reprefentative,  is  transferred  from  one  clafs 
and  defcription  of  the  Ijeople  to  another.  The 
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\i’hol€  IS  taken  from  all  thofe  who  poffeffcd  it, 
;iiid  veiled  in  thofe  who  did  not. 

The  laws  fo  frequently  made  by  Parliament 
for  altering  and  regulating  the  fucceffion  to  the 
Crown,  bears  a ilrong  analogy  to  the  cafe  which 
is  now  objeded  to,  amounting,  indeed,  to  a total 
change  in  one  whole  branch  or  member  of  the 
Parliament. 

This  objedion,  then,  cannot  be  maintained 
finipliciter^  on  the  incompetence  of  Parliament 
to  make  an  alteration  on  its  own  conftitution, 
or  condition ; and  we  muft  come,  in  fine,  to 
the  fingle  point  which  my  imagination  can 
fuggeft,  as  a poffible  ground  of  diftindion, 
namely,  the  great  and  fuperlative  importance 
and  magnitude  of  this  tranfadion.  We  have 
feen  that  all  other  cafes  of  a fimilar  nature, 
ejufdem  generis^  are  within  the  acknowledged 
powers  of  Parliament,  and  the  daily  exercife 
of  thofe  powers.  But  this  is  a meafure,  we 
muft  fay,  of  fuch  tranfcendent  importance,  as 
to  exceed  the  ordinary  capacities  entrufted  by 
the  Conftimtion  to  Parliament,  and  to  which  the 
inherent  fovercignty  of  the  people  itfelf  is  alopc 
commenfurate. 
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I can  conceive  no  other  rational  fhape  into 
which  this  argument  can  be  caft  ; but  is  it 
rational  in  fubftance  alfo  ; or  is  it  not  the  moft 
palpable  and  the  groffeft  violation  of  reafon, 
the  wideft  departure  from  every  found  principle 
in  the  theory  either  of  this  conftitution,  or  of 
government  in  general  ? It  would  be  ftrange  in- 
deed if  this  point  of  fuperior  importance  fhauld 
ferve  my  adverfary,  fmce  it  is  the  very  ground 
on  which  1 reft  moft  firmly  my  claim  of  exclufive 
cognizance  to  the  Parliament. 

On  what  principle  is  the  truft  of  legiftation 
committed  to  Parliament  at  'all  ? Becaufe  no 
people  on  earth,  not  even  the  fmalleft  popula- 
tion in  the  fmalleft  territory,  could  ever  exer- 
cife  a democratic  legiftation  in  its  entire  and 
theoretical  purity.  If  we  look  back  to  that 
moft  antient  and  fimple  of  all  conftitutions,  I 

mean  the  patriarchal,  or  the  government  of 
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families,  which  has  been  regarded  as  the  firft, 
and  original  model  and  archetype  of  all  fuc- 
ceeding  governments,  w^e  fliall  find  that  even 
thefe  have  rejected  a mode  of  adminiftration 
w’hich  it  was,  at  leaft,  eafier  to  execute,  with 
in  th^  walls  of  a fingle  tent,  or  the  bounds  of 
a wandering  camp,  and  amongft  a few  indi- 
' / ' • viduals. 
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viduals,  than  in  any  other  more  populous  flatc^ 
Authority  was  flill  depofited  with  fele^lion'  in 
fewer  hands  than  the  whole  even  of  thefe  nar- 
row communities.  The  heads  of  families  ; 
tlie  chiefs  of  tribes  ; the  elders  ; in  a word, 
Ibmc  felecT:  body  or  other,  adminiflered  thefe 
fmall  commonwealths.  It  would  lead  to  un- 
profitable length  if  I were  to  purfue  this  rea- 
foning  with  minutenefs,  as  it  would  be  ea^fy  to 
do,  up  to  the  conclufion,  to  which  we  all 
affent ; namely,  that  the  people  of  England 
cannot  make  law  for  themfelves  in  any  demo- 
cratic form  of  conftitution  ; that  they  are  not 
provided  or  acquainted  with  any  inftitution 
w’hich  fhould  enable  them  to  perform  this  feat 
of  felf-legiflation,  even  if  they  were  defirous  of 
attempting  it.  They  have  no  comitia ; no 
afiemblies  of  the  people  in  Hyde  Park,  or  St. 
George’s  Fields,  to  the  decrees  of  which  the 
millions  of  abfent  Engliflimen,  owe,  or  choofe 
to  acknowledge  any  obedience.  And  there 
being  a phyfical  impofilbility  to  collect  their 
voices  individually,  even  if  that  phyfical  and 
practical  impofilbility,  if  I may  fay  fo  without 
the  imputation  of  incorredlnefs,  were  not  the 
weakeft  objeclion  to  fuch  a mode  of  legiflation, 
there  is  an  eftablifhed  organ  of  the  general 
S 2 will. 
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will,  qualified  by  its  frame  and  conftitution,  to 
apply  the  colledive  wlfdom  of  the  nation  to 
its  collective  interefts,  and  to  adminifler  the 
fovereign  power  of  the  ftate  on  this  fccure  and 
folid  foundation.  The  fcvereignty  of  Parlia- 
jnent,  thus  explained,  is  in  the  end  no  more  ; 
it  is  neither  more  nor  lefs,  but  identically  and 
,precifely  the  fame  with  the  fovereignty  of  the 
people  itfelf,  appearing  in  the  only  vifible,  tangi- 
ble or  perceptible  form  in  which  it  can  be  recog- 
nized in  this  country. 

It  is,  then,  firfi:,  on  the  vices  and  inabilities 
of  all  other  modes  by  which  the  voice  of  the 
people  can  be  expreffed,  or  even  its  opinions 
formed  agreeable  to  their  general  and  collective 
interefts ; and  fecondly,  on  the  peculiar  and  ap- 
proved excellence  of  the  Conftitution  which  we 
enjoy,  that  the  authority  and  fovereignty  of 
Parliament  has  been  eftabliOied. 

Let  us  endeavour,  for  a moment,  to  imagine 
fome  better  mode  of  collectings  in  a popular 
way,  the  fenfe  of  the  nation,  on  any  great 
point  of  policy  or  law,  or,  if  you  pleafe,  on  this 
fpecific  meafure.  Shall  it  be  by  meetings  con^ 
yoked  by  anonymous  hand-bills,  in  the  fields 
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adjoining  to  this  metropolis,  and  directed  by 
orators  on  carts,  tubs,  or  other  moveable  roilra  ? 
Every  one  knows  that  an  Union  with  Ireland, 
for  the  difeuflion  of  which  fuch  aflem'blies  were 
to  be  called,  would  not  be  the  firft  order  of  the 
day.  The  moft  preffing  fympathies  and  fellow 
•feelings  of  fuch  a legiflature  would  be  for  the  fuf- 
fering  felons,  traitors,  or  mutineers,  in  Newgate 
and  Cold-bath-fields.  Their  firft  and  fecond 
meafures,  in  favour  of  the  liberty  and  property 
of  the  fubjecl,  w^ould  be  to  deliver  the  gaols,  and 
emancipate  the  bank  ; and  they  would  foon 
fimplify  this  intricate  and  complex  Conftitution, 
by  uniting  the  legiflative,  the  judicial,  and  the 
executive  powers ; as  they  would  abridge  the 
tedious  delays  of  all  thofe  functions,  by  carrying, 
wdth  their  own  hands,  into  inftant  effecl:,  their 
own  laws  and  judgments;  I remember  to  have 
feen  a Parliament  deliberate  in  St*  George’s- 
fields  in  the  forenoon  ; and  I do  not  forget, 
that  on  the  fame  evening  I faw  London  and 
Weftminfter  in  flames.  Shall  the  appeal  from 
Parliament  lie  to  county- meetings,  called  by  the 
fherifls,  on  the  requifition  of  a few  dozens  of 
fignatures;  and  fhall  the  people  of  England  be 
bound  in  this  great  intereft,  by  a collation  of 
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the  various  and  difcordant  refolutions,  pafled 
by  a refpeclable  (hew  of  hands,  at  the  diiler- 
ent  Georges  and  Angels  of  the  kingdom  ? Shall 
the  magiftrates  at  quarter-feffions,  lhall  grand 
juries  at  affizes  ; or,  in  fine,  fhall  the  church- 
wardens and  overfeers  of  the  poor  at  parifh 
veftries,  fuperfede  Parliament,  on  account  of 
their  fuperior  wifdom  and  knowledge ; and, 
above  all,  becaufe  they  have  received  a more 
authentic  and  dire(n:  delegation  from  the  peo- 
ple at  large  ? Or  fhall  we  prefer,  rather,  thofe 
convivial  parliaments  which  hold  their  fittings 
occafionally  at  the  different  taverns  of  this 
city  ? whofe  refolutions,  moved  in  the  form  of 

toafts,  are  agreed  to  in  bumpers;  and  whofe 
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laws,  propofed  in  ftanzas,  to  the  tune  of  a bal- 
lad, are  pafled  in  full  chorus.  Is  not  this  jo- 
vial fyftem  of  legiflation,  a mere  inverfion  of 
the  good  old  Conltitution,  which,  if  it  permits 
the  electors  to  be  drunk,  requires  the  Parlia- 
ment to  be  fober  ? But  muft  we,  then,  to 
fpeak  ferioufly,  depofe  the  Parliament  chofen 
by  the  people,  in  favour  of  thefe  felf-elected, 
felf. balloted  parliaments,  attended  by  every 
fmail  minorities  of  that  Parliament  which  was 
chofen  by  the  people,  after  they  have  with- 
drawn their  attendance  from  that  Parliament 

to 
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to  which  the  people  fent  them  ? In  fine,  what 
is  to  be  the  form  of  this  Arch-Parliament, 
which  is  to  qualify  it  better  than  the  Britifh 
Parliament,  as  it  now  Hands,  for  legiflating,  jufi: 
in  proportion  as  the  fubject  is  of  higher  import 
and  dignity,  and  of  greater  compafs  and  difficul- 
ty, than  thofe  ordinary  acis  of  legiflation  to 
which  thofe  high  authorities  are  utterly  inade- 
quate and  incompetent  ? 

/ Is  it  not,  then,  manifeft,  that  a legiflature 

in  which  the  fovereignty  of  the  State  is  veiled, 
becaufe  every  other  political  body,  known  in 
this  country,  is  deficient  in  the  requifites  for 
common  and  ordinary  legiflation,  and  becaufe 
it  is  itfelf  the  moll  perfecl  model  of  human  poli- 
ty, in  all  matters  of  legiflation,  mull  be  yet  better 
entitled  to  preference  and  to  exclufive  and  fove- 
reign  jurifdiclion,  in  cafes  of  great  and  fignal  im- 
portance, than  in  any  other?  It  feems  to  me, 
therefore,  the  ftrangeft  perverfion  of  reafon,  and 
the  moll  palpable  contradidion  and  abfurdity,  to 
place  the  incompetence  of  Parliament  on  that 
ground  on  which  its  foie  and  exclufive  compe- 
tence moll  firmly  and  fecurely  rells  5 I mean  the 
fuperior  importance  of  this  law. 
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Having  fpoken  to  the  principle,  let  us  fee 
how  the  queftion  (lands  on  authority. 

I fliall  not  encumber  my  argument  with  the 
authorities  which  are  familiar  in  every  mouth, 
to  prove  a pofition,  not  difputed  in  any  quar- 
ter,  namely,  the  general  fupremacy  of  Parlia- 
ment ; and  I (hall  refpecl  your  Lordfliips’  lei- 
fure  fufficiently  to  omit  the  book  authorities  on 
this  general  but  fundamental  truth,,  although  the 
paffages  I might  refer  to,  aflert  diftinclly,  as 
your  Lordfliips  know,  amongft  other  examples 
of  the  uniyerfal  faculties  of  Parliament,  its  com- 
petence to  this  fpecifick  meafure  of  a legiflative 
Union  with  other  countries. 

There  are  two  forts  of  authority  : Firfl,  the ' 
opinions  of  learned  and  eminent  men.  Next, 
precedent. 

To  begin  with  the  firfl,  and  to  fpeak  of  the  re* 
fponfa  pnidentum. 

To  the  learning  of  the  corporations  of 
Dublin,  and  of  the  freeholders  of  the  county 
of  Louth,  and  fome  other  counties  s to  the  au- 
thority 


thorlty  of  fome  members  of  the  Irifli  bar,  I 
fhall  oppofe  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Chiefs  of  the  four  Supreme  Courts  of  Law  in 
that  country.  I fhall  oppofe  the  clear  and 
unequivocal  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  of 
Ireland,  evinced  not  only  by  its  vote,  but  by 
the  withdrawing  that  part  of  the  amendment, 
propofed  originally  by  Lord  Powerfcourt,  which 
involved  that  queftion.  I fhall  oppofe  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons of  Ireland,  for  I think  myfelf  entitled  to 
claim  the  dilTent  of  that  Houfe  to  this  propo- 
fition  on  a fair  and  candid  view  of  its  proceed- 
ings. The  Houfe  once  agreed,  by  a majority, 
however  flender,  to  entertain  the  meafure  ; and 
afterw’ards  rejected  it  by  a majority  as  flender  j 
for  the  difference  between  one  and  five  hardly 
deferves  notice.  If  to  this  equality  of  opinion 
on  the  principal  meafure  be  added  the  con- 
fideration  that  the  oppofers  of  the  Union  did 
not  even  tender  this  propofition  to  the  Houfe ; 
did  not  venture  to  load  their  queftion,  with 
that  denial  of  the  competence  of  Parliament, 
of  which  it  had  been  found  neceffary  adually 
to  relieve  the  fame  queftion  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  we  fhall  hardly  doubt  of  their  conr 
feioufnefs,  that  in  a balance  trimmed  fo  nicely, 
" T this 
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this  weighty  point  would  have  turned  the  fcale 
againft  them.  But  as  time  adds  fanclion  and 
reverence  to  authority,  let  me  clofe  this  enqui- 
ry by  oppofing  to  all  the  rafh  and  intemperate 
opinions,  or  rather  declarations  of  opinion, 
which  the  temerity  of  party  fpirit,  or  a falfe  and 
mifguided  enthufiafm,  have  dictated  in  Ireland 
at  this  day,  the  lingle  authority  of' Lord  So- 
mers j himfelf,  I think,  a hoft,  on  fuch  a quef- 
tion.  If  any  man  in  England,  or  in  Ireland,  as* 
has  been  often  faid  of  that  great  man,  think  him- 
felf a better  Lawyer  or  a better  Whig  than  Lord 
Somers,  he  is  welcome  to  enter  the  lifts ; while 
I fhall  reft  contented  with  this  Angle  name,  fup- 
ported  as  it  might  be  by  a cloud  of  learned,  able, 
and  upright  ftatefmen,  lawyers,  and  friends  of 
liberty  from  that  period  to  the.prefent  hour. 

Let  us  now  look  at  precedent.  It  is  not  to 
be  expected  that  there  fliould  be  many.  Such 
tranfaclions  muft  be  rare.  It  is  enough  for  my 
argument,  to  fay,  that  the  only  examples  our 
hiftory  furnifhes,  of  Legiflative  Unions,  fince 
the  inftitution  of  Parliaments,  are  precedents 
in  point  on  the  queftion  I am  now  debating ; 
namely  the  competence  of  Parliament  to 
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enacb  them,  Wales  and  Scotland  have  both 
been  united  to  England  by  incorporating,  Legi- 
llative  Unions.  In  both  cafes  the.  Parliament 
alone  fan^lioned  the  meafure.  The  union  with 
Scotland  is,  perhaps,  yet  more  clofely  in  point 
with  the  prefent  propofal.  Since  a feparate 
Parliament  exifted  in  both  countries,  and  the  re- 
fpec^ive  Parliaments  were  the  parties  in  the 
treaty.  That  treaty  was  negotiated  under  the 
authority  of  the  two  Parliaments  ; they  fanc- 
tioned  the  conclufion  ; and  they  executed  finally 
and  irreverfibly,  that  happy  fyftem,  under  which 
we  now  live  fecure,  at  the  diftance  of  almoft  a 
century. 

Although  our  hifiory  cannot  furnilh  many 
precedents  of  this  precife  meafure,  I mean,  of 
incorporating  Unions,  there  are,  however, 
many  examples  of  other  proceedings,  bearing 
a flrong  anology  to  the  prefent,  and  equal,  if 
not  fuperior,  in  importance.  I mean  thofe 
adfs  of  the  Legiflature  which  have  altered  the 
fuccefSon  to  the  Crown.  I need  not  cite  the 
inftances  of  fuch  changes.  They  are  frequent 
in  the  Hifiory  of  England,  and  they  all  prove 
the  fupreme  authority  ~of  Parliament,  even  in 
thefe  higheft  acts  of  fovereignty.  By  what- 
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ever  means  fuch  changes  have  been  brought 
about  j whatever  has  been  the  efficient  caufe, 
or  inftrument  of  fuch  revolutions,  they  have 
all  derived  their  fanftion  and  validity  from 
Parliament,  the  feal  of  which  has  always  been 
reforted  to  by  the  new  Sovereign,  as  the  only 
cfTedual  fecurity  for  his  title,  whether  he  ftood 
on  a claim  eflentially  good,  or  on  fuccefsful 
tifurpation.  And  the  anxiety  with  which  the 
many  repetitions  of  parliamentary  recognition 
have  been  fought  after,  by  thofe  who  were  in- 
tcreflred  in  a new  or  queftionable  title,  is  remarks 
able  on  this  argument. 

But  without  dwelling  on  more  antient  ex- 
amples,  it  is  furely  fufficient  to  recall  that  of 
the  Revolution,  which  placed  King  William 
on  the  Throne,  and  the  fubfequent  limitation 
of  the  Crown  to  the  Houfc  of  Hanover.  Will 
it  be  faid,  that  the  declaration  of  King  James’s 
abdication,  .and  the  vacancy  of  the  Throne, 
was  a point  o.f  lefs  note  or  value,  or  of  a lower 
rank  in  the  fcale  of  fovereign  fan(5lions,  than 
tha  Union  with  Scotland,  or  Wales,  or  than 
the  meafure  now  in  contemplation  ? Will  it 
be  faid,  that  the  whole  tranfaclion  of  the  Re-» 
volution  was  of  a lower  or  meaner  clafs  and 

order. 
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order,  in  Icgiflation,  than  any  Union,-  or  any 
other  national  event  that  is  either  known  or 
can  be  imagined.  • I do  not  fear  that  it  will. — 
By  what  authority,  then,  was  that  great  change 
in  one  branch  of  the  Legiflature,  and  in  the 
condition  of  the  nation,  operated?  To  what 
authority  was  the  Prince  of  Orange  advifed  to 
fefort,  for  the  fandlion  of  his  enterprize  and  the 
fecurity  of  his  Crown  ? Obferve  the  difference 
between  the  circumflances  in  which  he  flood, 
and  thofe  in  which  the  prefent  proceeding  is  ten- 
dered to  Parliament.  By  the  flight  and  abdica- 
tion of  the  King,  and  the  confequent  vacancy  of 
the  Throne,  an  actual  and  pradlical  diffolution 
of  the  Government  feemed  to  have  taken  place, 
if  it  can  ever  do  fo,  in  any  poffible  or  imaginable 
cafe.  It  was  in  fuch  a predicament,  if  it  could 
happen  in  any,  that  the  fuppofed  dormant  title  of 
the  people  to  adminifter  the  fovereignty  in  their 
own  perfons,  fo  far  at  leafl:  as  regarded-  the  re- 
integration of  the  deficient  and  truncated  Go- 
vernment, mufl:  have  been  awakened  and  called 
into  a(fl:ion.  That  moment  was,  indeed,  dif- 
ferent from  the  prefent,  in  which  we  have  every 
branch  of  the  I.egiflature  complete,  and  the 
whole  frame  of  our  Government  not  only 

perfed 


perfcd  and  apt  to  all  its  purpofes,  but  m the  ac- 
tual and  daily  exercife  of  its  funftions;  and  in 
which  we  are  ourfelves  debating  this  very 
qiieflion  concerning  parliamentary  powers,  within 
the  w^alls  of  a fubfilling  Parliament,  and  in  the 
ordinary  difcharge  of  our  parliamentary  duty. 
Yet,  under  the  circumftances  which  1 have  de- 
fcribed,  what  did  the  Prince  of  Orange  refolve, 
under  the  direcflion  of  his  whig  advifers  ? Did 
he  apply  to  the  people  at  large  in  any  new  and 
anomalous  form  ? Was  it  to  county  meetings, 
or-  affemblies  in  the  fields,  or,  in  a word,  to  any 
unknown  and  unufual  organ  of  the  public  mind, 
that  he  applied  to  fanftion  his  title  ? Far  from 
it.  ' Even  the  firft  Convention,  under  the  autho- 
rity of  which  he  afterwards  fummoned  the  Con- 
vention Parliament,  was  compofed,  in  the  firft 
place,  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords ; and  next,  of  thofe 
who  had  be^n  members  of  Parliament  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  the  Second.  It  will  not  be  faid, 
that  thefe  perfons  had  any  fpecific  delegation  from 
the  people,  either  for  this  fpecial  a6t,  or  for  any 
other  end ; either  exprefs,  by  pofitive  commif- 
fion,  or  implied,  by  their  recent  eledlion.  A 
whole  reign  had  elapfed  flncc  they  c^me  from 
the  people.  Their  delegation  and  funftions 
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had  been  exh'aufted  and  had  expired  long  (inqe. 
Yet,  fo  much  preferable  did  this  approxima- 
tion • to  the  regular  conftitutional  authority, 
when  an  entire  conformity  with  it  was  impofTible  ^ 
fo  much  preferable  did  even  this  fhadow,  this  fur- 
viving  flavour  of  the  parliamentary  chara<fl;ery 
which  flill  hung  about  thefe  relics  of  a deceafed 
Parliament,  appear,  when  compared  with  any  new* 

and  ftrange  invention  for  conjuring  up  the  latent 
\ 

fovereignty  of  the  people,  and  fubftttuting  fome 
phantom  and  chimera  to  reprefent  that  fovereign- 
ty in  the  room  of  its  only  true  and  acknowledged 
form,  I mean  that  of  Parliament,  that  the  Prince 
of  Orange  did  not  think  the  validity  of  a Conven- 
tion Parliament,  to  be  fummoned  by  his  new  au- 
thority, would  Hand  on  a fure  foundation,  until  its 
convocation  fliould  receive  the  fanclion,  if  not  of 
a fubfifting  Parliament,  at  leafl:  of  a body  as  near- 
ly and  clofely  refembling  one  as  the  circumftances 
admitted.  The  Convention  Parliament  was  con- 
voked— and  that  Parliament  enacted  the  Revolu- 
tion— which,  however,  was  hardly  yet  deemed 
perfedt,  until  it  was  confummated  by  the  ratifi- 
cation of  fubfequent  and  yet  more  regular  ParlU 
aments.  . - - 
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The  fubfequent  limitation  of  the  CroWn,  af- 
ter the  death  of  the  Duke  of  Gloucefter,  was  alfo 
the  'sVork  of  Parliament ; and  I believe  fo  far  from 
deeming  that  authority  incompetent,  or  wifhing  to, 
rely  on  any  other  higher  or  more  tranfcendent 
power,  none  of  thofe  whig  ftatefmen  and  lawyers 
who  prefided  in  every  flep  of  the  revolution,  and 
who  had  the  proteftant  fucceflion  at  heart,  would 
have  thought  that  great  obje61:  fecure,  if  the  limi- 
tation to  the  Prineefs  Sophia  had  Hood  on  a de- 
cree of  the  people,  conveyed  by  any  other  organ 
than  precifely  that  which  they  employed,  I mean 
the  Parliament.  If  thefe  great  men,  then,  were 
content . to  reft  the  revolution  itfelf,  that  vaft  and 
prime  concern,  embracing  every  other  poflible  in- 
tereft  of  Englifnmen,  on  the  fingle  and  perfedt 
efficacy  of  an  Ad:  of  Parliament,  we  are  not  to., 
wonder  if  the  fame  men  thought  the  refpe(ftive 
Parliaments  of  Emgland  and  Scotland,  the  compe- 
tent, and  the  only  competent  inftruments  to  ac- 
complifh  the  Union  between  the  two  countries. 

What  overweening  preference  is  it  of  our 
own,  times,  or  our  own  perfons,  that  ftiould 
make  us  thus  faftidious  in  calling  by,  or  of  in- 
ferior 
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ferior  and  more  imperfed:  grovv^th,  the  confl:!- 
tutional  whiggifm  and  wholefome  liberty  of 
the  reigns  of  King  William  and  Queen  Ann, 
to  intoxicate  ourfelves  and  our  country  with 
that  double  refined,  that  fublimated  and  adul- 
terated modern  drug  which  is  now  poifoning 
the  world,  I own,  for  my  part,  that  I like  to 
fee,  on  the  liberty  of  my  country,  arid  your 
Lordlhips  know  the  revered  authority  by 
which  I am  fupported  in  that  fentiment,  that 
I like  to  fee  on  my  own  and  my  country’s  li- 
berty the  feal  of  the  old  wliigs,  and  am  apt 
enough  to  think  that  counterfeit^  which  does 
not  bear  this  mark.  I am  above  all  difpofed 
to  fiy  as  from  certain  ruin,  the  fpurious  philo- 
fophy,  the  fophifticated,  and  fatal  abftradions, 
which  fo  farirom  lighting  us  to  the  temple  of 
liberty,  are  but  decoys  to  plunge  the  world  into 
the  toils  of  wretchednefs  and  llavery.  I con- 
fefs,'  then,  that  I recoil  v^ith  difguft  and  not 
without  alarm,  from  every  pretence  for  dif- 
avowing  or  fuperfeding  our  efLabliihed  govern- 
ment, however  qualified  in  time,  occafion  or 
limited  purpofe.  I cannot  think  thofe  men 
profitable  fervants  of  their  country,  nor  do  I 
think  their  country  difpofed  to  regard  them  as 
friends,  who  would  weaken  in  the  breafts  of 
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^ Ens'liihmen  the  native  aiid  rooted  love  of  our 
boafted  government  and  laws;  and  divert  the 
fettled  allegiance  of  the  happieft  people  upon 
earth,  from  the  eftablifhed  fovereig'nty  of  Par- 
liament, in  which,  however,  is  infeparably 
bound  up  the  whole  of  the  fecurity,  profperity 
and  freedom,  prefen t and  to  come,  of  the  Bri- 
tifh  nation.  And  I muft  hold  every  propofal 
to  abdicate  or  furrfender  the  fovereign  power  of 
Parliament,  but  for  an  hour,  into  the  hands  of 
any  drangers  to  the  conflitution,  that  is  to  fay, 
into  any  other  hands  whatever,  as  a mere 
fraud  upon  the  people;  as  a grofs  violation  of 
its  mofi:  precious  privilege ; as  a flagrant  inva- 
fion  of  the  dearefl  birth-right  of  Englifhmen, 
which  conflfts  according  to  me  in  the  right  to 
be  governed  by  their  Parliaments,  and  by  no 
other  human  means. 

There  are  a variety  of  topics;  as  your  Lord- 
flnps  well  know,  to  which  I have  not  even 
alluded,  and  on  fome  of  which  I fliould  cer- 
tainly be  difpofed  to  lay  a few  words;  but,  in 
truth,  I have  already  abufed  your  indulgence, 
not  only  much  too  long,  but,  I am  confcious, 
alfo,  much  too  tedioufly ; and  I therefore  re- 
frain— very  grateful  for  having  been  permitted 
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to  ftate  fuch  rcafons  as  have  fatisfied  my  mind, 
on  the  whole  matter,  that  this  rneafure  is  ex- 
pedient in  itfelf,  and  that  Parliament  is  com- 
petent to  execute  it.  I have  expreffed  a ftrong 
opinion,  that  the  Union  of  thefe  two  nations, 
already  united  by  nature  in  their  interefts, 
muil,  in  the  order  of  human  eyents,  neceflarily 
come  to  pafs;  and  I fhall  conclude  by  a fincere 
and  fervent  prayer,  didtated  by  the  pureft  and 
the  moft  ardent  defire  for  the  happinefs  of  both 
kingdoms,  that  the  bleflings  fure  to  flow  from 
a confummatlon  fo  devoutly  to  be  wiflied, 
may  not  be  long  delayed. 
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